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Current Topics. 


The Retirement of Mr. Williamson. 


Mr, WILLIAMSON’s genial presence and his excellent judgment 
and long experience will be sorely missed at the institution in 
Chancery-lane, of which he has been, during the last forty-six years, 
so to speak, the Grand Vizier. He was a born secretary, and in 
other circumstances would have been a born diplomatist. A keen 
reader of character and full of tact, he knew how to adapt 
his communications to his men, and while giving them an 
unqualified refusal to a request, managed to so word it 
as to avoid wounding the amour propre of his correspondents. 
In the speeches at the recent meeting stress was rightly laid 
on Mr. WILLIAMSON’s invariable courtesy ; an easy quality to 
cultivate one might fancy, but in fact not at all times to be 
found flourishing amongst secretaries and their subordinates. He 
commenced life, we believe, as a solicitor at Hull, and was 
appointed secretary of the Law Society in 1863, in succession to 
Mr. Ropert MAvuGHAM, the first secretary. ing the suc- 
ceeding years of his office Mr. WILLIAMSON rendered remarkable 
services to the society, and, in particular, when the Council were 
moved to take up the opposition to the Land Transfer Act, which 
postponed the passing of that measure for so many years, his 
energy and power of organization were conspicuous. Every one 
will wish him, in the terms of the resolution passed last week, the 
enjoyment of many years of health and happiness. 


The Proposed Doubled Stamp Duties. 


Tue Cuancetior of the Exchequer has spread his net wide 
in order to get in the revenue which is required to 
keep pace with Government extravagance—a phrase which we 
use in no party sense—but it would have been more 
consistent with the official policy as to cheapening the transfer 
of land if he had not touched the conveyance on sale duty. 
This duty has been the subject of various changes, but 
the present ad valorem duty of 10s. per cent. has remained 
unaltered since 1850, save that in 1865 the graduated scale 
below £25 was introduced. The present proposal is to increase 
it to 20s. per cent., and this will mean a very appreciable addi- 
tion to the cost of the transfer of land. We are aware that when 
the Treasury have singled out a particular stamp for increase, it 
is almost impossible to frustrate their desires ; but there ought to 
be some approach to agreement between official theory and prac- 
tice. It will not be much good in future to talk about cheapen- 
ing the transfer of small plots of land when the Government 
itself adds a further 10s. on every £100 which the purchaser— 
presumably the agricultural labourer—has to find. To turn to 
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another aspect of the matter, it should be remembered that 
during the palmy days of company formation the conveyance on 
sale duty brought into the revenue large sums which could never 
have been anticipated, and though this source is probably not so 
prolific as towards the close of the last century, it is still produc- 
tive, and the increased duty will act as a distinct check to 
schemes of company formation. The legitimate increase of the 
stamp duties should be looked for in the increase of transac- 
tions, and not in the doubling of the duty itself. Amid the 
manifold complications of the Budget, it is perhaps useless to 
expect that this particular impost will be properly explained and 
discussed, but we hope that some opportunity will be found in 
Parliament to call attention to it, and to endeavour to restrict the 
conveyance duty to the present scale. The lease duty is to 
be subjected to the same doubling process, though why this 
should be we cannot say. The present scale, which is adjusted to 
the varying terms for which leases are granted, has been in 
operation since 1854. 


The Proposed Intermediate Judges. 


WE REFERRED last week to the letter over the signature 
“F. A. S.” which appeared in the 7’2mes recently, advocating 
a new method of disposing of arrears in the King’s Bench 
Division. We are glad to have the opportunity of printing else- 
where a letter from the same correspondent explaining the scheme 
more in detail. As we observed last week, there is much to be 
said in its favour, but just now, when the relations between the 
High Court and the county courts are under consideration, it 
is natural to speculate on how it would affect these two tribunals. 
If the county court had never been established on its present 
footing, or had been kept strictly to small work, the creation of 
a lower division of the High Court would have been a plausible 
mode of dealing with the less important business. But the 
county courts, with their extended jurisdiction, exist, and the 
proposed lower division of the High Court would, ez hypothesi, 
be engaged in dealing with actions of a nature suitable to the 
county court. We have suggested that it would be difficult to 
maintain a permanent separation between the lower division of 
the High Court and the county court. There may not be much 
in a name, but what would the new judges be called? They could 
not be “Mr. Justice” on £2,000 a year, and “His Honour” 
seems to be the only alternative. And the limit of jurisdiction 
would mean that costs in the lower division would be on the 
county court scale. The practical distinction between the lower 
division and the county court would be that the judge of the 
lower division would give his whole time to trying actions up to 
£100, and would not have to do the miscellaneous work of a 
county court judge. But in this respect he would, we imagine, 
be in the same position as the county court judge who has been 
assigned for the relief of the Metropolitan county courts. The 
scheme suggested by “F. A. S.” merits careful consideration, but 
we still incline to the opinion that there is, under existing condi- 
tions, no room for the creation of an inferior tribunal—for such 
the proposed tribunal would be, although called a division of the 
High Court—between the ordinary jurisdiction of the High Court 
and the county court. 


Recording the Capital Sentence. 


Tue Lorp Chief Justice has introduced a Bill—the Child 
Murder (Record of Sentence of Death) Bill—which, as its title 
indicates, is intended to avoid the necessity for the court to pro- 
nounce sentence of death in certain cases where it is known that 
the capital penalty will not be inflicted. The Bill is, in fact, a 
proposal for a partial return to the system which was legalised for 
the Central Criminal Court by the Central Criminal Court Act, 
1837 (1 Vict. c. 77). Section 3 of that statute gave the court a 
general power of recording, instead of pronouncing, sentence of 
death whenever the court was of opinion that, under the parti- 
cular circumstances of the case, the prisoner was a fit and proper 
subject to be recommended for the Royal mercy. Atid a similar 
course could already before this statute be adopted in other courts 
by virtue of 6 & 7 Will. 4, c. 30, 8. 2: see R. v. Hogg (2 Moo. 
& BR. 380). In 1861, however, the law was altered, and tho 
Offences Against the Person Act of that year (24 & 26 Vict. 





c. 100), by section 2, required sentence of death to be pronounced 
upon every conviction for murder. It is singular that this retro. 
grade step should have been taken, and Lord ALversrone’s Bill 
would go a little way to bringing the matter back to the position 
of the early part of the nineteenth century. But we imagine that 
it will not be accepted as meeting the grave objection to the pre. 
sent practice as to capital punishment in cases of infanticide. If 
public opinion is not yet ripe for the abolition of the death penalty 
altogether—and this is probably a question of time—there would 
be nothing but relief in the public mind if it was formally 
abolished as regards cases where there is no intention of its being 
executed. Lord AtversTong’s Bill is not the measure required 
to bring the law into conformity at once with humanity and with 
administrative practice. 


Lord Gorell and the Commissionership of 
Assize. 

THE MEMBERS of the South-Eastern Circuit were informed 
some days ago that Lord GorELL had been appointed a Com- 
missioner of Assize and would take the place of Lord ALVERsTONE, 
C.J., on the South-Eastern Circuit. We hear now that there are 
difficulties with regard to this appointment, and that it has 
been withdrawn. It is well known that the patent appoint- 
ing judges to take the assizes included the names of the serjeants 
practising on the respective circuits, who were thus able to sit as 
justices of assize if necessary, and that by 13 & 14 Vict. ¢. 25 
Queen’s Counsel, and barristers having patents of precedence, 
although not of the degree of the coif, were authorized to sit as 
judges of assize. The Supreme Court of Judicature Act, 1884, 
extended this qualification to all judges of county courts. Lord 
GORELL has retired from the bench, and the question arose 
whether he could still be considered as one of his Majesty’s 
counsel learned in the law. A judge is, no doubt, disabled from 
acting as King’s Counsel during the period in which he occupies a 
seat on the bench, but the patent appointing him King’s Counsel 
remains in force, and in the evént of his vacating his office as 
judge there appears to be nothing to prevent him from taking his 
seat within the bar. We are informed that the late Sir CHARLES 
BUTT, upon some suggestion that he might be required, though a 
Judge of the Probate and Admiralty Division, to go circuit, 
talked of resigning his office and resuming his practice in the 
Admiralty Division and the Commercial Courts. But the question 
has never been determined, and any informality in the appointment 
of a Commissioner of Assize, who actsas a Judge of Oyer and 
Terminer and gaol delivery, might possibly lead to proceedings on 
behalf of criminals upon whom he had passed sentence. Lord 


GORELL in these circumstances has resigned his appointment, and’ 


Mr. Horace Avory, K.C., has been appointed in his place. 
There is no doubt that Sir JoHN MELLOR, who retired from the 
bench in 1879, acted subsequently as special Commissioner of 
Assize on the Northern Circuit. His appointment was probably 
warranted by the fact that he was made a serjeant-at-law before 
taking his seat on the bench in 1861. It may be thought 
capetink to amend the Judicature Acts by some provision which 
may enable anyone who has filled a high judicial office to act as 
Commissioner of Assize. 


Legislation as to Taking Oaths in Courts of 
Justice, 


THE OBJECT of the Oaths Bill, brought in by Mr. Goprrey 
BARING and others, is explained by the memorandum appended 
to it, which states that by section 5 of the Oaths Act, 1888, it is open 
to a person to whom an oath is administered, if he so desires, to 
swear with uplifted hand in the form and manner in which an 
oath is usually administered in Scotland. Jnder this Act, how- 
ever, judges, magistrates, coroners, and other persons do not con- 
sider themselves justified in suggesting this form of oath to the 
witness, jury, or deponent, and it is a question whether the oath 
ought to be so administered unless the witness voluntarily requests 
it to be done. Consequently, the old form of kissing the Bool, 
to which there are many objections, still prevails. The Bill, there 
fore, provides that the officer shall administer the oath by uplifted 
hand, unless the person about to take the oath voluntarily objects 
to taking it in this form, Any legislator, in introducing § 
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remedial Act, ought surely to have regard to the unwillingness of 
most persons to bring themselves into notice by proclaiming their 
disagreement with what has hitherto been generally accepted by 
their fellow subjects. But a judge so accomplished and ri- 
enced as the late Sir Epwarp ALDERSON, in a letter in which he 
expresses his regret at having to commit persons to prison for 
refusing to take the oath, advocates the rather strange proposition 
that an Act should be passed registering all such persons as will 
choose to go before a public officer, say justice of the peace, or 
quarter sessions, and by testimony of their neighbours satis- 
fying such officer or court of their conscientious scruple. There- 
upon such persons should be registered as non-jurors, and when they 
come into court they should say that they have been so registered, 
a false statement to that effect being a misdemeanour. We cannot 
but regard this suggestion as wholly unpractical. Many persons 
who have a bond-fide objection to the taking of an oath might 
think that it was. possible that they might never be subpoenaed 
to give evidence, and would think that in the meantime they 
would act wisely in concealing their opinions from their neigh- 
bours. In any case they would think the attendance necessary to 

rocure their registration as non-jurors a troublesome business, 
and be likely to neglect it. 


The Career of Gambetta at the Paris Bar. 


THE LETTERS of LEON GAMBETTA to members of his family, 
recently published, contain particulars of his struggle at the 
Paris bar which cannot fail to interest those who are commencing 
their professional career on this side of the channel. GAMBETTA, 
son of a small shopkeeper at Cahors, in the south of France, was 
born in 1838, and was placed on the list of advocates in Paris in 
1861. He was a stranger in the great city, without connections, 
and dependent for his subsistence on a scanty allowance from his 
father. He had since the days of his boyhood lost the sight of 
his right eye ; was subject to attacks of bronchitis ; and was gener- 
ally of a weakly constitution. His political opinions placed him 
in opposition to the Government of the Empire and to all those 
who had the control of official or legal patronage. But he looked 
upon the future with confidence. Being wholly without practice of 
his own, he became secretary, or gratuitous assistant, to three well- 
known advocates in succession, M. bE Jovy, M. LacHaup, and 
M. Cremigux. These gentlemen, according to the usage in such 
cases, occasionally handed him one of their superfluous briefs. He 
tells his father that he has twice been engaged in correctional 
or police courts, and in the same year bres his début in the 
assize court and is complimented on his success. But we hear 
nothing of his earnings, and in January, 1862, he is obliged to 
borrow five sous in order that he may get shaved before going 
into court. In the same year he appears in a civil cause 
in the Fifth Chamber of the Court of Appeal. He is dis 
concerted by the solemn silence of the court and the gravity of the 
judges ; loses his case (which is, however, a bad one) and goes away 
angry with those who congratulated him. But his energy and good 
spirits never fail; he gains the confidence of his last “ patron,” 
M. Cremigux, and represents him in different provincial courts, 
remote from Paris. At the end of 1862, he is “ suffocated with 
work,” has a case every day, sometimes twice a day. But he is 
only “ beginning to get fees.” In the following year he is able, 
having changed his lodgings, to buy books and furniture, but in 
1865 he is so far embarrassed that he has to obtain assistance 
from his father. He afterwards makes a resolution that he will 
appear no more in court without prepayment. In 1867 he has 
— to apply to his father. He been disabled by a serious 
illness, it has been necessary to remove his right eye and the 
charge for the artificial eye was 900 franes. Politics now absorb 
his attention ; he is engaged for the defence in political prosecu- 
tions, and in 1869 is returned as a member of the Chamber of 
Deputies. It is unnecessary to follow his political career, which 
Was one of meteor-like brilliancy, and was only brought to an end 
by his death at the age of forty-four. The fact remains that, in 
spite of his extraordinary gifts—eloquence, ) perseverance, 
and all that goes to the ma ing of a successful advocate—he was 
parcel able, after nine years’ experience, to derive a maintenance 
oo ie Parisian courts. The ways of French barristers seem 








The ‘‘ Condition’’. in the County Court Report. 


IN COMMENTING recently on the report of the County Court 
Committee, we call attention to the singular reasoning in- 
volved in the condition imposed on allowing greater facilities for 
bringing actions by consent in the county court. The condition 
is that, concurrently, there shall be a reform of the arrangements 
for conducting the provincial business of the High Court. Now 
each of these proposals may be accepted as good in itself. If the 
parties are willing to accept the jurisdiction of the county court 
in a matter exceeding £100, they have a tribunal, local and 
efficient, to settle the dispute. If they desire the trial to be in 
the High Court, the arrangement of assize business should be so 
made as to enable the case to be taken without undue delay at 
the assizes, and to be disposed of at the appointed date. But 
these are separate matters, or, rather, if they are related at all, 
the postponement of High’Court reform would render more 
urgent the allowance of increased county court facilities. There 
appears to be no reason for making the increased county court 
facilities conditional-on the reform of the assize system, except 
the fear that the county court may become too formidable a 
competitor to the High Court. We pointed out in our previous 
comments that the Committee were not unanimous, and we 
mentioned Judge Trxpat Arxrnson and Mr. Exierr as not con- 
curring in the recommendation that the increased facilities in the 
county court should be conditional on the proposals as to the 
High Court being approved. In fact, we might have strengthened 
our observations by reference to other dissentient members, and 
both Sir Joun Macpongeit and Mr. Brineeman signed a dissen- 
tient note to the same effect. “If,” said they, “the proposed 
reforms of the High Court are not carried out, or are delayed, 
the greater, it appears to us, will be the need of reform in the 
county court.’’ Thus, of the eight members who signed the 
report, four expressly dissented from the recommendation in ques- 
tion. The ninth member, Mr. Bonsgy, signed a separate 
memorandum, in which he dissented altogether from the proposed 
facilities for bringing actions by consent in the county court. 
Putting this opinion aside for the present purpose, it appears that 
the Committee were evenly divided on the question of the county 
court facilities being conditional on High Court reform, and it 
seems clear that no such condition ought to be recognized. 


Super-tax on Profits of Limited Liability 
Companies. 

IN AN ARTICLE in the Times it is stated that many students of 
the Budget maintain that the income tax is even now raised another 
sixpence upon the major part-of the industrial income of the country. 
The super-tax upon incomes over £5,000 a year will, says the 
writer, apparently be chargeable upon the profits of every joint stock 
company earning more than that sum, and therefore, in one — 
or another, upon the dividend of every shareholder in 
companies, be his income what it may. “If this is so, the 
smallest as well as the largest owner of saved money will have to 
pay the full tax of 1s. 8d, in the pound ostensibly levied only 
upon the rich.” But it has now been stated by the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer that the super-tax will be charged upon individuals in 
respect of incomes exceeding £5,000, and not upon corporations 
in respect of the total amount of the annual profits and gains 
returned by them. A deduction of income tax at the ordinary 
rate will be made from the dividend payable to each shareholder, 
and he will also be required to make a statement of the amount 
of his income from all sources chargeable under the income tax. 
It is only when this income exceeds the ibed amount that 
he will be liable to the cts veo Any doubt upon the subject 
will probably be removed by express statutory provision. 


Motions Requiring Only the Signature of Counsel, 


WE READ that, upon a discussion on the practice with regard to 
consent briefs, CHANNELL, J., mentioned that, early in his career 
at the bar, he had been in the habit of walking about the courts 
at Westminster, and had often earned a guinea by his 
name to a motion paper. We have spoken with members the 
bar whose recollection back as far as that of CHANNBLL, J, 
and they all agree that the lines of this future judge must have 
fallen in pleasant places, Motions of course, such as a rule to 
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make a submission a rule of court, which was granted upon the 
mere — of a motion paper signed by counsel, had become 

ingly rare. We have to go back to a more remote period— 
to the days when rules for the plaintiff to declare; rules for a 
good jury on a writ of inquiry ; rules to plead several matters, 
and other similar applications, were drawn on a paper signed by 
counsel, and made a welcome addition to fees which were much 
smaller than those of the present day. 


Revocation of Patents. 


THE CoMPTROLLER of Patents has again granted an application 
for the revocation of letters patent under section 27 of the Patents 
and Designs Act, 1907, on the ground that the patentee had not 
given satisfactory reasons why the “ patented process” was not 
carried on to an adequate extent in the United Kingdom. The 
reasons given were that the failure to work the patent in this 
country was not due to want of effort on the part of the patentee, 
but to “the conservatism of English manufacturers,” and that he 
had in fact entered into a bond-fide contract giving an option to 
purchase the patent rights for England. The comptroller was not 
wholly satisfied with the evidence adduced in support of these allega- 
tions, but he decided not to revoke the patent forthwith, but to 
make an order that it should be revoked on the 3lst of December, 
1909, unless in the meantime it is shewn to his satisfaction that the 

tented process is carried on to an adequate extent in the United 

ingdom. We hear that the legal profession in the United States 
are wholly satisfied with the administration of the English Act, 
and think that a similar enactment by the United States restrain- 
ing corporations from securing patents without any intention of 
working them would be beneficial. It is also believed that the 
law might properly be amended by enacting that a patent which 
has not been used for a number of years should lapse and be 
claimed by the State. 


Attestation of Wills. 

IN ovR issue of the 23rd of January last (p. 212) we weighed the 
relative authority of two Privy Council cases—Casement v. Fulton 
(5 Moo. P. C. 14) and Faulds v. Jackson (6 N. of C., Suppl, 1)—on 
the question whether witnesses to a will must necessarily subscribe 
their signatures in the presence of each other. Faulds v. Jackson 
says they need not do so; Casement v. Fulton, on the contrary, 
says that the witnesses must sign in the presence of each other. 
Besides being preferred in the English courts, and in Ireland, 
Victoria and Queensland, Faulds vy. Jackson has been judicially 
eae to Casement v. Fulton in New Zealand : see McKenzie v. 

cKenzie (1907, 22 N. Z.R. 461). This was acase before a judge 
of first instance only, and it was not necessary that a choice 
should be made between the two conflicting authorities, because 
the will was not properly executed by the testator. The witnesses 
did not, however, sign in the presence of each other, and it was 
held that the will would not have been invalid on that account. 
But this dictum is remarkable as illustrating the extraordinary 
differences of opinion which have been held with respect to these 
two Privy Council decisions. It was said, in the New Zealand 
case, that the Privy Council did not really, in Casement v. Fulton, 
decide the point in question, or even give any dictum to the effect 
that witnesses must sign in each other's presence, 








Mistakes in Acts of Parliament. 


In the Law Reports Edition of the Statutes, 1908, there is a 
request in the notice for binding to substitute pages 467-8, sent 
with Part III., for pages 467-8 previously delivered in Part II. 
The mistake consists in the omission of the concluding part of 
sub-section (1) of section 25 of the Children Act, 1908. The words 
omitted are the following :— 


“and the Secretary of State, with the consent of any society or body 
corporate established for the reception or protection of poor children 
or the prevention of cruelty to children, may, subject to such condi- 
tions as the Secretary of State may prescribe, appoint officers of the 
society or body corporate for the purpose.” 


Our readers will perhaps add the words at 13 of our co 
of the statutes, “a eg @ 


! 








The same mistake occurred in the King’s Printers’ copy of the 
Act from which the Law Reports and our copy were taken, and it 
was only discovered and corrected in the King’s Printers’ copy 
before this Act and others were collected and published in the 
indexed volume for 1908. 

While we are on the subject, we may say that a mistake 
in printing a copy of the original authenticated vellum print 
of the Act is less serious than a mistake in the Act itself, 
due either to the draftsman or the printer. There are numerous 
mistakes in reference and mistakes of all kinds in Acts which 
have received the Royal Assent. The printer may incorreetly 
reproduce the draftsman’s manuscript, or mistakes may creep 
into a Bill during its passage through Parliament. In par. 
ticular, no systematic supervision is, we believe, exercised over 
private members’ Bills, and it may happen under existing arrange- 
ments that a Bill, bad in substance or form, or in both, may slip 
through Parliament because it is not the duty or interest of any- 
one in particular to stop or improve it. It is for the Legislature, 
and only for the Legislature, to amend any mistake which the 
draftsman has made. 

The Artisans and Labourers’ Dwellings Act, 1879(42 & 43 Viet, 
c. 64), s. 22, sub-section 3, provided that loans for the purposes 
of the Act should be secured by a mortgage in the form set forth 
in the third schedule thereto. There was no third schedule 
appended to the Act, and it was necessary to pass a supplementary 
Act of Parliament (43 Vict. c. 8), declaring that those words 
were inserted by mistake, and that the section should be read as 
if the words had not been inserted therein. When it is considered 
that amendments are often framed hastily without reference to 
grammar, logic, consistency or intelligibility, it is a matter for 
wonder that mistakes similar to the one to which we have referred 
are not more numerous. Would it not be worth while to have an 
officer appointed whose duty it should be to examine the King’s 
Printers’ copy of every statute with the original authenticated 
Act, and to certify that it is a correct copy ? 








The Devolution of the Powers of 


Trustees. 


THE judgment of Parker, J., in Re Crunden and Meua’s Com 
tract (1909, 1 Ch. 690) revives speculation as to whether JESSEL, 
M.R., was justified in Osborne to Rowlett (13 Ch. D. 774) in 
attempting to broaden the doctrine of the court as to the devolu- 
tion of the powers of trustees. The tendency of the court has 
been to rest this matter on narrow and artificial distinctions, and 
this tendency is very strongly emphasized in the present judg- 
ment. In the cases which occurred before the Conveyancing Act, 
1881, the question was usually whether a devisee of the trust 
estate became a trustee in the full sense, so as to be able to per- 
form a trust for sale ; and it was settled before Osborne to Rowlelt 
that he could, if the trust was originally expressed to be 
imposed on the trustees, their heirs and assigns, but not, if it was 
imposed on the trustees and their heirs without mentioning assigns. 
Thus in Cooke v. Crawford (13 Sim. 91) real estate was devised 
to three trustees upon trust that they or the survivor or the heirs 
of the survivor should sell. Two of the trustees disclaimed ; the 
third acted in the trusts and devised the estate, SHADWELL, 
V.C., held that the devisee could not sell, and that the trustee 
should not have devised the trust estate, but should have let it 
descend to his heir, who could then have performed the trust. But 
in Titley v. Wolstenholme (7 Beav. 425), where the limitation was 
the trustees, their heirs and assigns, and the trust was to be per- 
formed by the trustees, and the survivor of them, and his heirs 
or assigns, Lord LANGDALE, M.R., treated the word “assigns 

as empowering the surviving trustee to devise the trust estate, 
and to place the devisee in the position of trustee. As the 
surviving trustee was not authorized to appoint a new trustee 
during his life, this construction, though straining the meaning of 
“assigns,” was, he said, necessary in order to give it any effect at 
all. But apart from this, Lord LANGDALE considered the devolu- 
tion of the trust upon the heir to be so inconvenient that he would, 
apparently, have come to the same conclusion had the w 
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“assigns” not been included, and in spite of Cooke v. Crawford. 
The testator, he pointed out, could not have placed any personal 
confidence in the heir of the survivor, since he could not know 
who the survivor would be. 

The decision in Titley v. Wolstercholme made it easy for JESSEL, 
M.R., in Osborne to Rowlett (supra) to depart from the narrow view 
adopted in Cooke v. Crawford, and to hold that, where the estate 
was devised to trustees and their heirs, the devisee of the last 
surviving trustee became trustee and could perform a trust for 
sale. “The true view,” he said, “appears to me to be this: that 
the person to execute the trust for sale is the person who takes 
the estate, not by accident, so to speak, but in accordance with 
the provisions of the will. There is a trust annexed to the estate, 
and when we find who is the person who takes the estate under 
the will, then we find who is the person to execute the trust.” 
Following this out, he held that the devise by the will of a fee 
simple estate to the trustees authorized the survivor to devise the 
estate, and the devisee consequently became trustee. He regarded 
Titley vy. Wolstenholme (supra) as impliedly overruling Cooke v. 
Crawford, and he himself was willing, so far as he could, expressly 
to overrule it. 

Cooke v. Crawford being thus decently buried, it seemed that a 
great simplification had been introduced into conveyancing, and 
probably nothing more would have been heard of this difficulty, 
but that in Re Morton and Hallett (15 Ch. D. 143) the Court of 
Appeal dug Cooke v. Crawford up again, and suggested that 
there might be some life in it. In that case it was not 
necessary to consider the point at all, since there had 
been no devise of the trust estate, and the only 
question was whether the heir of the survivor of the trustees 
could sell. It was quite in accordance with Osborne to Rowlett to 
hold that he could, and reference to Cooke v. Crawford was 
apparently irrelevant ; but two members of the Court of Appeal— 
BaGGALLay and JAMEs, L.JJ.—said that they were not prepared 
to treat it as overruled. Then, however, came the Conveyancing 
Act, 1881, which prevented any further possibility of the trust 
estate going either to the heir or the devisee of the surviving 
trustee, and consequently Cooke v. Crawford at length died a natural 
death, and the particular point on which JEssEL, M.R., dissented 
from it cannot again arise. But notso with Osborne to Rowlett and 
the doctrine there laid down, and the present decision in Re Crunden 
and Meux’'s Contract (supra) shews that the point of controversy has 
simply been shifted from one word to another. Formerly the 
question was whether the original devise had been to the trustees 
and their heirs, or to the trustees, their heirs and assigns. Now, 
“assigns” is necessarily meaningless, but the word “heirs” is 
also sometimes omitted, and it has to be considered whether a 
limitation to the trustees, without mentioning heirs, enables the 
trust to devolve upon the representatives of the surviving trustee. 

It is the natural inference from Osborne to Rowlett that the trust in 
such a casedevolves. Since the testator can in the nature of things 
place no personal confidence in the heir of the survivor, the use of 
the word “heirs” has no further effect than to define the estate 
taken by the trustees, and for that purpose it is surplusage. The 
trustees take an estate in fee simple whether heirs are mentioned 
orno. Moreover, if heirs are mentioned, the Conveyancing Act, 
1881, comes in and says that the heir shall neither take the 
estate nor perform the trust; but that both estate and 
trust shall devolve upon the personal representative of the 
surviving trustee ; that is, the Legislature has declared that, even if 
the heir is mentioned asa person to perform the trust, no attention 
shall be paid to the testator’s wishes, but that a different person— 
namely, the personal representative—shall be substituted. This 
being so,it seems futile to mention “ heirs,” and the result of Osborne 
to Rowlett, enforced as it has been by the statute, would seem to 

to carry all the powers of the trustees to the personal represen- 
tatives of the last survivor (see Re Waidanie, 1908, 1 Ch. 123), 
though they may be ousted from their position as trustees by the 
a of new trustees: Re Routledge (1909, 1 Ch. 280). 

f this view had been ee a difficulty of not infrequent occur- 
rence in conveyancing would have been got rid of, and nobody would 
have suffered any inconvenience. In the present case, however, of Re 
Crunden and Meua:’s Contract (supra) PARKER, J., has looked askance 


trust, and has held that the trust can.only be performed by 
persons mentioned in the will, or others substituted for them by 


statute ; that is, if “heirs” are mentioned, then under section 30 
of the Conveyancing Act, 1881, the personal representatives of 
the surviving trustee, who are substituted for heirs, can perform 
the trust for sale; if “heirs” are not mentioned, then new 
trustees must be appointed. There has been an Irish decision to 
the same effect: Re Ingleby Boak and Norwich Union Insurance Co. 
(13 L. R. Ir. 326). But this view of the law seems to be at once 
unnecessary and unfortunate. It revives the notion that the 
testator placed some personal confidence in the heirs of the sur- 
viving trustee—a notion sufficiently dis of both b 
Lord LANGDALE and Sir GzorGE JEssEL. Surely, when the sole 
question is how to get over a conveyancing difficulty, the authority 
of these judges should have been sufficient justification for taking 
a broad view of the law. The decision renews difficulties which, 
cage be Conveyancing Act, 1881, might well have been treated 
as obsolete. 








Reviews. 
Lord Halsbury’s Laws of England. 


THe Laws or ENGLAND: BEING A CoMPLETE STATEMENT OF THE 
Wuote Law or Enctanp. By the Right Honourable the Earl of 
Hatssury, Lord High Chancellor of Great Britain, 1885-86 1886- 
92, and 1895-1905, and other Lawyers. Vox. VI.: CompuLsory 
PurcHasE oF LAND AND CoMPENSATION ; ConFiict oF Laws ; 
CoNSTITUTIONAL Law (Parts I.-V.). Butterworth & Co. 


The fifth volume of this work, dealing with Company Law, has 
had to be kept back for the sufficient reason that the passing of the 
Companies (Consolidation) Act, 1908, has necessitated a revision of 
its contents. The Act, indeed, does not materially change the law, 
but it supersedes all the previous Companies Acts, and it would have 
been a pity to issue the volume in a form based upon obsolete 
legislation. The present volume continues the statement of the law 
in the full and detailed manner which promises to make the work a 
library in itself. Of the three articles which compose it, the first— 
Compensation—has been contributed by the Lord Chief Justice and 
Mr. C. E. Allan ; Conflict of Laws is the work of Sir Thomas 
Raleigh, K.C., and Messrs. Gwyer, Greene, and Brierly, all Fellows of 
All Souls ; and Constitutional Law has been treated by Mr. W. S. 
Holdsworth, also of Oxford reputation, and Messrs. Wavell Ridges, 
Meryon White-Winton and Alfred Hildersheimer; so that the 
publishers have not been sparing in their efforts to obtain competent 
assistance, and they are to be congratulated in obtaining Lord 
Alverstone’s assistance in a branch of the law in which he has had 
large experience. 

he article on Compensation is marked both by care and precision 
in the statement of the law, and by completeness in the authorities 
which are referred to; for instance, on special adaptability as an 
element in compensation, a matter which has recently come inte 
prominence in Re Gough and Aspatria, &c., Water Board oe 
1 K. B. 417) and Re Lucas and Chesterfield Gas, &c., Board (1909, 
1 K. B. 16). The inclusion of a reference to the latter case 
shews that the volume has been brought as closely up to date as 
possible. And generally the section on the circumstances which give 
rise to a right to compensation, whether lands are taken or not, and 
the extent of the rahe fully illustrated by reference to the authcr- 
ities. Parts I. to XIIL deal with compensation ema oe a 
is, with the provisions of the Lands Clauses Act as they have been 
ss Ne by the courts ; Part XIV. takes up special aspects of the 
subject—commercial undertakings, land required for government 
purposes, land required for loeal government purposes, &c.—and 
states the requirements of the oy statutes. The article on 
Conflict of Laws treats with similar fulness of the matters which 
usually fall within the scope of the older term “private inter- 
national law” ; that is. domicil, property, immoveable and moveable, 
contract, &c., where foreigners or foreign countries are concerned. 
To pick out only one subject from an exhaustive statement of the law, 
Part VII., Section 4, on the law governing contracts, enumerates very 
clearly the circumstances which attract to a contract a particular 
system of law when the parties have not expressed their intention on 
the point—a matter on which Lloyd v. Guibert (L. R. 1 Q. B. 115), 
and the om guns of Bowen, L.J., in Jacobs v. Credit Lyonnais (12 
Q. B. D.589), are leading authorities. The article on Constitutional 
Law commences this subject, and deals, inter alia, with the title to 
the Crown, and the royal prerogative, including a section on ts 
by the Crown. The numerous cross-references increase the utility of 
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The Law of Trusts. 


A Digest or THE Law RELATING TO PRIVATE TRUSTS AND 
Trousters. By Water Gray Hart, LL.D. The ‘‘ Law Notes” 
Publishing Office. 


This book, it is stated in the preface, contains the materials on 
which the Trusts Bill, 1908, to codify the law‘of private trusts, was 
based, and the author, who was the draftsman of the Bill, expresses his 
opinion that the law on this subject has arrived ata stage in which 
it might with advantage be stated in the form of a code of the type 
of the Bills of Exchange Act, 1882, and other similar recent statutes ; 
but he recognizes that there is, as we have recently pointed out, a 
considerable |body of judicial and professional opinion opposed to 
this view. This is, however, immaterial in regard to the present 
book, which is certainly useful as a digest, whatever might have been 
the effect of the Bill as acode. To cast the law into the rigid frame 
of a code is one thing ; but to prepare a careful digest of the existing 
law is quite a different matter, and one which, on such a subject as 
the law of trusts, cannot fail to be of service to the practitioner. The 
author gives the text of the Bill for the purpose of stating the pro- 
positions to be deduced from the statutes and the cases, and then dis- 
cusses the various authorities upon which each proposition is founded. 

The classification of trusts has been productive of some con- 
fusion among the text writers from the failure to see that a trust, 
whenever made out from the words of the instrument, is express, 
although the words may primd facie bedoubtful. Thus a precatory 
trust is express and not implied. This is recognized here, and the 
term “implied trust” is reserved for such trusts as arise by implication 
of law. Scaatianes the statement of the equitable rule is left judi- 
ciously elastic. Thus a trustee’s right to be indemnified by a co- 
trustee who has had the benefit of a breach of trust is well estab- 
lished ; but in Bahin v. Hughes (31 Ch. D., p. 395) Cotton, L.J., 
declined to place any definite limitation on this right of indemnity, 
and Mr. Hart says generally, ‘‘ The court may, if in the circumstances 
it appears just to do so, order any one trustee to indemnify the 
other or others.” But to follow the book in any detail would bea 
long task. It represents a careful examination of the law of trusts, 
both case and statute law, and will be useful upon any future 
attempt to reproduce the law in statute form, and also, apart from 
such attempt as a well-arranged and concise statement of the exist- 
ing law. Its size forbids its being a complete statement, but we 
may notice that it does not seem to touch on a point of frequent 
practical importance—how far a trustee here can execute trusts of 
property abroad under a power of attorney, and similarly when the 
trustee is abroad and the property here: see Stuart v. Norton (14 
Moo. P. C., p- 33), Re Hetling and Merton’s Contract (1893, 3 Ch. 
269.) Clearly he can do merely administrative acts, as the execution 
of a specific conveyance, by attorney, and apparently also he can 
delegate discretion when this is essential for carrying on the trust 
business. But there is not so much authority on the point as the 
practitioner would sometimes like to have. 





Criminal Appeals. 


THe CrrminaL AppeAL Reports, with Supsect InpEx, TABLES 
or Cases AND Statutes CITED, AND THE CRIMINAL APPEAL 
Act, 1907, AND AMENDING AND ExtTenpine Acts. Edited by 
Herman Couen, Barrister-at-Law. Vor. I. Stevens & Haynes 


These reports, which have been coming out as occasion required in 
unbound numbers, have now been published as the first volume of a new 
series. The criminal law of this country is passing through an impor- 
tant and critical period in itshistory. Until this time last year, every 

udge was, up toa certain point, a law to himself: In many respects 

is discretion was unquestioned and unquestionable. His decisions 
in law were subject to no seen or revision except by his own 
wish. His sentences could only be altered by the exercise of the 
Prerogative. Nowallis changed ; and not only is there an appeal by 
right on every point of law, but the whole judicial conduct, discretion 
and mode of procedure is being standardized and examined. While 
this process is going on it is of importance to every one concerned to 
know what ideals the Court of Criminal Appeal have set up, and 
what lines they are likely to follow in dealing with any particular case. 
‘Many of the reports in this volume appear solely with the object of 
throwing light on these matters, and have, therefore, rather a tem por- 
ary than a permanent value. Their value, however,'is beyond doubt. 





Magistrate's Practice. 


Tue Macisteate’s Generar Practice: perc a ComPpENDIUM 
or THE Law and Practice Retatinc to Matrrers Occuryine 
THE ATTENTION of Courts or Summary Jukispiction. WitH 
AN Aprenpix or Statutes anp Roxes, List or PuNisHMEnts, 
CALENDAR Yor Macistrates, &c. By ©. M. ATKINSON, 


Stipendiary Magistrate for the City of Leeds. Stevens & Sons; 
Sweet & Maxwell. 


For a short period this book was called The Magistrate’s Annual 
Practice, but no new edition was published between 1900 and 1909, 
We are rather at a loss to account for the fact that so long an interval 
should have elapsed between the editions, for it is a very good book 
by a writer who is a master of his subject, and who has had a long 
experience of the practical vorning of a police-court. Speaking 
generally, a magistrate will find in the book everything he is likely 
to want in the course of an ordinary day’s work. The book ig 
clearly written, accurate and reliable. A very large number of 
relevant Acts of Parliament have been passed, and many important 
decisions have been given, since the last edition was published. . In 
consequence much of the book has been rewritten, and its bulk hag 
considerably increased. Itis now up to date, and we can confidently 
recommend it to all members of the profession whose business takes 
them into courts of summary jurisdiction. 





Weights and Measures. 


WEIGHTS AND MEASURES: BEING THE WEIGHTS AND MEASURES 
Acts, 1878 To 1904 ; THE Boarv or TRADE REGULATIONS, 1907; 
SratuTory PROVISICNS RELATING TO THE SALE AND CHECKING OF 
Various ComMODITIES BY WEIGHT AND MEASURE, TOGETHER WITH 
THE PRINCIPLES OF WEIGHING AND Merasurinc. By James 


Rozerts, Barristerat-Law, Associate of the Institution of 
Electrical Engineers. Tuirrp Epition. Charles Knight & Co, 
(Limited). 


This book may certainly be called a law book, but it is far more 
than that. It is an exhaustive treatise upon the whole subject of 
weighing and measuring, and is intended primarily for the use of 
inspectors appointed to carry out the provisions of the Acts. All the 
various machines for weighing or measuring all sorts of commodi- 
ties are described scientifically with diagrams and plans. Valuable 
practical directions are given for testing appliances; and a fair know- 
Ci of mathematics is required in order to read many portions of 
the book with intelligence. An inspector, however, must also know 
something of the law. Here, therefore, we have the text of all Acts 
material, with useful notes and references to all important decided 
cases. It is a book full of learning of various sorts, and of great 
value to the class for whose benefit it is intended. 





Workmen’s Compensation Cases. 


BUTTERWORTH’S WORKMEN’s COMPENSATION Cases. Vor. I., NEw 
SERIES: BEING A CONTINUATION OF WoRKMEN’s COMPENSA- 
TION Cases, Vots. I.-IX. Edited by the late R. M. Minton 
SenHousE, Esq. Conrtarninc Reports or CAsEs DECIDED UNDER 
THE WORKMEN'S COMPENSATION ACTS DURING THE PERIOD 
SEPTEMBER, 1907, To AuGustT, 1908. Edited by His Honour 
Judge Rurae, K.C., and F. J. Courman, Barrister-at-Law, 
Butterworth & Co. 


Everyone who has much to do with disputed claims under the 
Workmen’s Compensation Acts is familiar with the very useful series 
of reports of such cases edited by the late Mr. Minton Senhouse. It 
would have been a great loss if this successful series had been 
allowed to come to an end. We are glad to know it is to be con- 
tinued under a new title and in an improved form ; and we have no 
doubt the new series will be as successful as the old. If anything 
could guarantee the thorough efficiency of the volume, the name of 
Judge Ruegg as one of the editors would do so. We are glad to see 
oe . iid of Irish and Scottish. decisions are henceforth to be 
included. 





Licensing Cases. 


Dicest or Licenstnc Cases, CONTAINING AN ABSTRACT OF THE 
Cases DEcIDED UNDER THE LiIcENSING AND ReveNvE ACTS 
RELATING TO InTOxIcATING Liquors. SxEconp Eprrion. By 
WitiiamM Mackenzie and H. Dryspate Woopcock, Barristers 
at-Law. Butterworth & Co. ; Shaw & Sons” 


This is a useful little collection of cases decided in the superior 
courts on the subject of licensing. The practitioner at licensing 
sessions will find it extremely handy, in the press of business, when it 
is impossible to immediately obtain any volume of reports he may 
require. It is, in fact, somewhat more than a mere digest, as the 
reasons for each decision are summarized, and often short extracts 
from the judgmentsare given. This new edition is acceptable, and 
is an improvement on the first edition in two respects—fi 
the cases are better arranged; and secondly, there are more 
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Books of the Week. 


The Factory and Truck Acts. By the late ALEXANDER REDGRAVE, 
C.B., her late Majesty’s Chief Inspector of Factories, &c. Eleventh. 
dition. By Cuartzs F. Luioyp, Barrister-at-Law. Statutory Orders, 
Regulations, Special Rules and Forms, Revised by W. Pracoox, 
of the Home Office. Shaw & Sons ; Butterworth & Co. 


The Digest of Justinian. Translated by CHARLES Henry Monro, 
M.A., Barrister-at-Law. Vol. IJ. Cambridge: At the University 
Press. 


Kime’s International Law Directory for 1909; containing a 
Selected List of Trustworthy Legal Practitioners in Most of the 
Principal Towns Throughout the Civilized World, with Telegraphic 
Code and Short Appendix. Established by Partie GRABURN KIME. 
Eighteenth Annual Issue, Butterworth & Co. 


Aids to Forensic Medicine and Toxicology. By W1LL1AM MURRELL, 
M.D., F.R.C.P., Physician to and Lecturer on Clinical Medicine in 
the Westminster Hospital, &c, Seventh Edition, Sixteenth Thousand. 
Bailliére, Tindall & Cox. 








Correspondence. 


The Demand for More Judges of the King’s 
Bench Division. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.) 


Sir,—Your observations on a letter of mine on this subject which 
appeared recently in the Z'%imes lead me to hope that you will allow 
me to explain somewhat more fully, and with more technical detail 
than could be there given, the proposal I ventured to put forward 
for disposing of the accumulating arrears in the King’s mch Divi- 
sion. 

First let me say that, so far from paving the way for an amalgama- 
tion of the county court and the High Court, I believe that the plan 
I suggest would remove the grounds which are in some quarters 
regarded as rendering such an amalgamation desirable. 

There is no doubt that the arrears of actions for trial are a serious 
matter for litigants and for both branches of the legal profession. 
When the lists of cases for trial shew each year at the commencement 
from 500 to 600 cases waiting to be tried, and the number of actions 
tried barely keeps pace with the number of fresh actions entered for 
trial from day to day, so that the number of cases waiting does not 
decrease, the matter is surely one which urgently calls for the prompt 
attention of those in authority. And such is the state of the case 
according to the lists for London and Middlesex. 

One cause of this state of the lists is undoubtedly the absorption 
by the Court of Criminal Appeal of a great part of the time, and 
the prospective ve of the whole of the time, of three of the 
judges. This may well necessitate the appointment of more judges 
os t + ae Court, even if the suggestion I have made were to be 

opted. 

According to the latest judicial statistics, there were 1,314 King’s 
Bench actions tried in one year in London and Middlesex. In 574 
of these the amount recovered did not exceed the county court limit 
of £100, Of this number, in 302 actions the amount recovered was 
less than £50. 

These actions could all have been brought ina county court, and all 
that Iam suggesting is that the High Court should create for itself, as 
part of itself, with proper statutory authority, machinery of the same 
calibre as that which efficiently disposes of this class of actions in the 
county court. That it should, in fact, have a lower division of the 
King’s Bench Division for the trial of actions brought in the High 
Court which could have been*brought in the county court or could 
be remitted to a county court. It is not s sted that the judges 
of the proposed lower division of the King’s Bench Division should 

county court judges or should be in any way connected with the 
county court ; but, merely for the purpose of their jurisdiction in the 
High Court, that they should to that extent have the same status 
= — as county court judges to try actions with or with- 

ries, 

If this number of 574 actions were dealt with separately and 
economically in the way suggested, the arrears would be wiped out 
at less than a third of the cost to the country compared with the 
a of appointing for the purpose additional judges of the High 

urt. Why should the country pay £5,000 a year to a judge to try 
actions of a kind which are tried for less than a third of the cost in 
the county court ? 

t may be that there is some fundamental flaw in my proposal 
which I cannot see ; but there are advantages which I believe I can 
see clearly, The greatest one would be the removal of the arrears 
and the establishment as part of the High Court of economical 

inery for dealing effectually and separately with nearly one half 





in number of all its actions tried in court, all of which, or nearly all, 
are of lesser oe in ter and very much shorter in 
duration. It would be easy to provide for the transfer to the lists of 
the High Court judges of any cases which ought to be tried by one 
of ie and ae versa. a i be 
most equally great, as it appears to me wou the gain in 
separating these cases of lesser importance from those which the 
judges of the High Court would try. It must be remembered that, 
though nearly one half in number of the cases would be tried in this 
lower division of the King’s Bench Division, the rest would consist in 
most instances of cases which would require a much longer time to 
try. It cannot surely be a good business arrangement to allow the 
small cases to block and retard the large ones, or, on the other hand, 
to allow one long case with many witnesses to hold back for a week 
or more a number of small cases which could be quickly disposed of. 
I am afraid I have exceeded all reasonable limits of space, though 
there are other advantages I could urge in favour of my en. 


[See observations under head of “ Current Topics.”-—Ep, S.J.] 





CASES OF THE WEEK. 
os o a 
High Court—King’s Bench 
Division. 
MANGENA v. WRIGHT. Phillimore, J. 27th and 28th April ; 
4th May. 

DeraMATIOoN—Two Actions ror Two Pustications or Same Liset— 
ADMISSION BY DEFENDANT IN First Action THAat Lise, DEFAMATORY 
AND UNTRUE—PLEADING IN SECOND AcTION OF FarR COMMENT AND OF 
PRIVILEGE—ESTOPPEL. 

If, in an action for libel, a defendant has admitted that certain 
charges which he made against the plaintiff were both defamatory and 
untrue, when sued subsequently for another publication of them he is 


not precluded from raising by his pleading the defences of fair comment 
and of privilege. 


DEFAMATION—PUBLICATION OF Extract FRoM BLvE Book By NEWSPAPER 


—PRIVILEGE. 


A newspaper publishing an extract from a Blue Book which is defama- 
tory is protected on the ground of privilege if they plead section 3 of the 
Parliamentary Papers Act, 1840, and prove that the publication of the 
extract was made bona fide and without malice. Section 3 of that Act 
applies to such a case. ; 

Houghton v. Plimsoll (Times, 2nd April, 1874) followed. 

DeraMaTION—F ain CoMMENT—STATEMENT OF COMMENT. 

Comment by one person upon statements made in a privileged docu- 
ment by another which are defamatory and untrue is fair provided that 
the comment would be fair if the statements made were true. 

Reis v. Perry (64 L. J. Q. B. 566) commented upon. 


A letter, together with an extract from a Blie Book, was published 


in a newspaper. Statements in the extract as to the career of Mr. M. 
were ca 
said of Mr. M., has “‘ interestin 
abstract, for which I trust you will find room in your columns.” 

Held, that it was open to a jury to find that these words in the letter 
were words of comment and not of statement. 


DeFAMATION—PUBLICATION OF MATTER OF A Pustic NATURE AND 
INTEREST FOR Pusiic [NFORMATION—PRIVILEGE. 

The publication of a matter of a public nature and of public 
interest and for public information is ape oy provided it is pub- 
lished with the honest desire to afford the public information and with 
no sinister motive. 


This was an argument on what was in the nature of a demurrer to 
a defence in an action of libel brought against the publisher of the 
Times. The pleadings and arguments aj sufficiently from the 
written and considered judgment of Phillimore J., which was as 
follows :— 

Puimore, J.—The plaintiff, who says that he comes from Natal, 
and who certainly belongs to one of the native races of South Africa, 
brings his action against the defendant, the publisher of the Jimea, 
for an alleged defamatory libel consisting of a letter published in that 
journal on the 5th of eg ek 1906. The latter purports to be 
written by Sir William Arbuckle, Agent-General for Natal, and to 
be dated from the Natal Government Agency. It refers to a native 
petition said to have been forwarded to the King in Council by Mr. 
Alfred Mangena (that is the plaintiff), and says that he is “the same 
native who forms the subject of a report,’ which is to be found in 
an official Blue Book, and proceeds to say that “‘ his interesting career 
is detailed in the encl abstract for which I trust you will find 
room in your columns. I think it only right that this information 
should be in the ope of the individuals, whoever they are, who 
are making use of this unfortunate native in their ill-advised agitation 


against the Natal Government."’ The report referred to then follows. 


career is detailed in the enclosed 


ble of being construed as defamatory. In the letter the writer 


~ 
































































486 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. 


May 8, 1909. 








It contains several statements concerning the plaintiff which are 
capable of being construed by a jury as defamatory. The defendant 
=_—_ first, that the report is an extract from, or abstract of, a Par- 
iamentary paper report on proceedings within the meaning of the 
Parliamentary Papers Act, 1840, and was published bond-fide and 
without malice; secondly, that the letter proper contains nothing 
defamatory of the plaintitt; thirdly, that the words in the letter proper 
were published under such circumstances as to render them pri- 
vileged ; fourthly, that these words are fair comment upon the matters 
contained in the extract from the Parliamentary paper. The plaintiff 
originally replied that the statement of defence disclosed no defence, 
that the words were not fair comment, that the Parliamentary paper 
was not published by any person employed by, or acting by, or under 
any order or authority of either House of Parliament. He traversed 
the particulars alleged in the defence of privilege, and what he called 
‘“‘contingently admitted,”’ but in fact averred certain new matter. 
Afterwards the plaintiff got leave to deliver a further reply, pleading 
an estoppel to the defences of fair comment and privilege. On the 
d of March the plaintiff obtained an order that the points of law 
raised by his reply and his further reply be treated as an addition to 
the questions of leer already fixed to be argued. [These were ques- 
tions of the admissibility of certain evidence with which this report 
dees not deal.] When the hearing came on this supplemental question 
was treated by the plaintiff, and probably rightly, as more important 
than that originally set down; and he claimed, and got, the right to 
begin; and in the result a number of points were submitted for my 
decision, which had best be taken in the following order: (1) as to 
the estoppel pleaded in the further reply. The pleading says that in 
the previous action the defendant imputed to the plaintiff in substance, 
inter alia, the same matters as are alleged against him in the publica- 
tion now complained of, that the defendant then justified, and the 
case came on for trial, and thereafter judgment was entéred against 
the defendant on his own admission. If the defendant has admitted 
that certain charges which he made against the plaintiff were both 
defamatory and untrue, why is he, when sued for another publication 
of them, precluded from raising the defences of fair comment and 
privilege? There is no estoppel. If indeed it is a necessary element 
in the defence of fair comment that the facts commented on 
should be true, and if some of the charges in the two publications are 
the same, the defence of fair comment will fail, because the defendant’s 
admission will be incontrovertible evidence against him that the facts 
are not true. But though in many cases this is a necessary element in 
the defence of fair comment, it is not, as I shall show, a necessary 
element in this case. Moreover, the defendant may plead fair comment, 
though he will fail in the proof. We are dealing so far with an 
estoppel in pleading. The plaintiff, in order to obtain the exclusion of 
the evidence in the former case, asked me to look at the previous pub- 
lication and the pleadings in the previous action, and compare the two 
libels to see if there were not charges common to both. I have looked, 
and in the result I cannot determine this question. There is enough 
doubt to make it matter for the jury. (2) The next point to be con- 
sidered is the defence raised by the Parliamentary Papers Act, and 
the reply to it, which I was asked by the plaintiff to construe as 
a that the particular publication in the 7imes was not under 
the authority of either House of Parliament. The decisions upon sec- 
tions 2 and 3 of the Parliamentary Papers Act have apparently been 
few. There was a case of Houghton v. Plimsoll tried before Baron 
= at Liverpool, and reported in the J'imes of the 2nd of April, 
1874, in which he appears to have directed the jury that the third 
section applied to the publication of an extract from a Parliamentary 
—— in an ordinary serial magazine. There are, however, some diffi- 
culties in understanding the summing up as reported in respect of this 
and other points. Then there is the ruling of my brother Darling in 
the case of Mangena v. Lloyd, the same plaintiff and the same extract, 
that section 3 does apply. I agree with these rulings. It seems to me 
that whereas under section 1 those publishing under the direct 
authority of either House are given the protection of a summary stay 
of proceedings, like the remedy given to Ambassadors under the Statute 
of Anne, and those not acting under the authority of Parliament, but 
publishing complete copies of Parliamentary papers already published, 
are given somewhat similar remedy, those who publish an shaketes or an 
extract only are placed in the position of having to plead the statute, 
and to aver and prove that their publication was bond-fide and without 
malice. There is a little difficulty in the use of the word “ print” 
instead of ‘‘ publish” in the first part of the third section; but this 
is not encugh to take away the protection given by the plain words of 
the section. The preamble probably only refers to the first section of the 
Act, and I should conjecture that the second and third sections were 
added to the Bill later. (3) The next defence to consider is that raised 
by paragraphs 5 and 7 of the defence that the letter proper is not 
defamatory and is alternately fair comment. As to the letter proper 
not being defamatory, I had for a time great doubt. The apparent 
construction of the words “‘his interesting career as detailed in the 
enclosed extract’ would make them a repetition and restatement of 
the extract, and the extract is not denied to be defamatory. But after 
hearing counsel for the defendant I am of opinion that it would be 
open to the jury to find that these are words of comment and not of 
statement, and that the matter therefore is one for the jury. (4) Then 
comes the question of comment. Is it fair comment? ‘The plaintiff 
says it cannot be fair comment because it is founded on untrue state- 
ments. No doubt when there is one published document in which the 
writer partly alleges and partly comments, and of which the sum total 
is defamatory, document cannot be justified unless the facts are 





true and the comments fair. Because if the facts do not warrant 
defamatory comment, the comment is not fair, and if the facts ag 
alleged warrant defamatory comment they are defamatory and must 
be proved to be true. But when one person alleges and another com. 
ments this reason does not apply. I think this view, if true in other 
cases, is especially true when the allegation, as distinct from the com. 
ment, is made in a privileged document. If by some unfortunate error 
a vote in Parliament recites, or a judge in giving the reasons of hig 
judgment states, that which is derogatory to some person, and the 
charge is mistaken and ill-founded, and a newspaper reports such vote 
or judgment and proceeds in another part of its issue to comment w 
the character of the person affected in terms which would be fair if 
the charge were well founded, the newspaper which so reports and 
comments should be entitled to the protection of fair comment. I should 
observe that the case of Reis v. Perry (63 L. J. Q. B. 566) has been 
misunderstood in some text books. The case only decided that no privi- 
lege attaches to an incorrect extract from a public document, even 
though the extract was officially supplied. The judgment of Wright, J., 
does discuss’ a further question, but not so broad a one as that some. 
times supposed, and by some writers attributed to the whole court, 
(5) Lastly comes the plea of privilege. It is admitted by the defendant 
that there is no case when the privilege has been put exactly in the 
way in which he seeks to put it. This publication may be considered 
as a communication by a person having a social or public duty, the 
Agent-General of Natal having a duty to communicate in the interest 
of the colony which he represents, and of union and harmony between it 
and the mother country, facts concerning the career of one who comes 
from Natal or its neighbourhood and is not known in England, and who 
is interposing in England between the Government of Natal and the 
Government of the mother country. Or it may be considered as a 
communication by a person having a common interest to others having 
the like interest, even though the community of interest is one shared 
with all the subjects of the King or all those in the mother country, 
If it is a public matter and one concerning a man taking for the time 
a public part, I think this may be so. It may come within the language 
cited by Lopes, L.J., in Allbut v. General Council of Medical Education 
and Registration (25 Q. B. D., at p. 412): ‘‘ The publication of a 
matter of public nature and of public interest and for public informa- 
tion was privileged, provided it was published with the honest desire 
to afford the public information and with no sinister motive.” I think 
that, at any rate, where the communication is made by a public servant 
as to a matter within his province it may be the subject of privile 
in him, and, if in him, then in the Times, because Sir William Arbuckle 
could only make the communication through some such medium. I 
think, therefore, that the defendant may go to trial upon this and the 
other pleas. [The learned judge then dealt with the questions raised 
as to the admissibility of certain evidence, with which this report does 
not deal.}—Counset, Jellicoe; Bankes, K.C., and LZustace Hills. 
Sorrcrrors, Metcalfe & Sharpe; Soames, Edwards & Jones. 


[Reported by C. G. Monan, Barrister-at-Law.] 





Probate, Divorce, and Admiralty 
Division. 
P, v. P. (OTHERWISE A.). Bargrave Deane, J. 3rd May. 


Nutuiry—Norice to ATTEND Berore Mepicat INspecrors—PRoor— 
PRACTICE. 


An affidavit is sufficient proof that notice has been served upon a 
respondent in a nullity suit to appear before medical inspectors and has 
jailed to do so. — 


Husband’s suit for nullity of his marriage, on the ground of the 
respondent’s incapacity. Evidence (in camera) having been given in 
support of the petition, counsel for the petitioner proposed to prove 
formally that the respondent had been served with notice to appear 
before the medical inspectors appointed by the court, and that she had 
failed to comply. 

BarGRAVE Deane, J.—I do not think there is any necessity to do so, as 
there is an affidavit to that effect upon the file. A decree nisi was 
granted.—CounskL, Bayford; Grazebrook. Souicrrors, Andrew Wood 
& Co.; Booth & Smee. 


[Reported by Diesr Cores-Prerpr, Barrister-at-Law.] 





Bankruptcy Cases. 


Re WALKER. [x parte CHILD. Phillimore and Coleridge, JJ. 
3rd May. 


BANKRUPTCY—PRACTICE—PRIVATE EXAMINATION—-RIGHT oF COUNSEL 
ror Witness To TAKE Nores—Banxruprcy Acr, 1883 (# 
& 47 Vict. c. 52), s. 27. 


During the examination of a witness under section 27 of the Bank 
ruptcy Act, 1883, counsel for the trustee objected to counsel for 
witness taking notes, and his objection was upheld by the registrar, 
who said he felt bound by authority. 

Held, that the registrar was wrong, and that if he allowed counsé 
to appear for the witness at all, he must allow him to re-examine the 
witness, and must, therefore, allow him to take notes. 
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ae against a decision of the registrar of the county court at 
Bradford (Yorks.), refusing to allow counsel for a witness at a private 
examination to take notes. In the course of the bankruptcy the court 
ordered that a witness named Child, a stranger to the Conbrapti » be 
examined privately under section 27 of the Bankruptcy Act, 1883, in 
order to obtain information to enabie the trustee to decide as to whether 
proceedings should be taken against the witness. During the examina- 
tion counsel for the trustee objected to counsel for the witness taking 
notes of the answers of the witness. The registrar upheld the objec- 
tion, and refused to allow counsel for the witness to take notes, stating 
that he considered himself bound by the case of Re Grey’s Brewery Co. 
95 Ch. D. 400), and adjourned the examination to enable counsel for 
the witness to appeal against his decision. Counsel for the appellant 
contended that the cases of Re Breechloading Armoury Co. (L. ts 4 Eq. 
453), Re Cambrian Mining Co. (30 W. R. 285; 20 Ch. D.°376), and Ex 

rte Waddell, Re Lutscher (6 Ch. D. 328) were in his favour, and that 
there was nothing in the decision in Re Grey’s Brewery Co. to the con- 
trary, except an obiter dictum of Chitty, J., as to what appeared to him 
to be the practice in bankruptcy at the date of that decision. Counsel 
stated that he only desired to take notes for the purpose of re-examina- 
tion and not to make any further use of them. Counsel for the respon- 
dent was forced to admit that it was really a matter of discretion for 
the registrar as to whether he should allow counsel to take notes, or, 
indeed, to be present at all, and that the registrar had not exercised 
any discretion in the present case. 

Te Court held that counsel for the trustee was wrong in objecting 
simpliciter to counsel for the witness taking notes. If the registrar 
allowed counsel to be present at all, he must allow him to re-examine 
the witness, otherwise the registrar would have done better to ex- 
clude him. If he were to be allowed to re-examine, it seemed 
to follow that he must be allowed to take notes. If it had 
been suggested that terms should be imposed on which he 
should be allowed to take a note it would have been another matter, 
but the registrar did not treat it as a question of discretion, and said 
he felt bound by Re Grey’s Brewery Co. Without laying down what 
conditions a registrar might impose as to the future use of the notes, 
all the court could decide was that under the circumstances of the 
present case counsel was entitled to take notes and keep them. The 
court had not to determine whether counsel was entitled to appear for 
a witness at a private examination, but in practice it was generally 
allowed. Appeal allowed.—CounseL, Newell; Watson. Sotticrrors, 
Banks Newell 4: Hammond, Bradford; F. K. Hewlett, Birmingham. 

[Reported by P. M. Francsz, Barrister-at-Law.] 





Solicitors’ Cases. 


Re T. Eve, J. 4th May. 


Soticrror—TaxaTION AFTER Payment—‘‘ Specran CrrcumMSTANCES ’’— 
ReseRVATION OF RicHT TO Tax—PrRessuRE—OVERCHARGES— 
Soxicrrors Act, 1843 (6 & 7 Vicr. c. 73), s. 41. 


The reservation of a right to tax on payment of a bill of costs does 
not, standing alone, amount in all cases to a special circumstance within 
the meaning of section 41 of the Solicitors Act, 1843; but, taken together 
with other circumstances, such as overcharges, it may give rise to a 
right to tax after payment. 


This was a summons by a mortgagor to tax mortgagees’ bill of costs 
after payment. The summons was taken out in 1907, and was issued 
just one day before the twelve calendar months after payment had 
expired. The grounds for the application were that there were “‘ special 
circumstances ’’ within the meaning of section 41 of the Solicitors Act, 
1843. The — special circumstances were : (1) reservation of the 
right to tax; (2) pressure by the mortgagees ; and (3) overcharges in 
the bill. The other facts sufficiently appear in the judgment. It was 
contended on behalf of the applicants that Re Williams, Ex parte Love 
(65 L. T. 68) was absolutely on all fours with the present case, and 
they also relied upon Re Boycott (29 Ch. D. 571, 579). It was argued 
on behalf of the respondents that there were no special circumstances 
in the present case, and that an overcharge, to be a “special circum- 
stance,” must be a gross overcharge: Re Bayley (18 Beav. 415). A 
previous application in ‘the same matter came before the court recently, 
and is reported ante, p. 118. 

Eve, J -—This is a summons taken out in 1907 by a mortgagor, asking 
that certain bills of costs may be taxed, notwithstanding that the bills 
have been paid. The grounds for the application are these : It is said 
on behalf of the mortgagor that when he paid the bills he expressly 
aay rg the right to tax. The reservation was made in a letter of 

: 24th of September, 1906, in which the solicitors of the mortgagors 
who were trustees reserved to the trustees full power to tax at any 
time if they should so desire. Under those circumstances the matter 
was carried to completion. Now, section 41 of the Solicitors Act, 1843, 
provides that the payment of a bill shall not preclude the court from 
referring such bill for taxation if the special circumstances of the 
case shall in the opinion of the court appear to require the same, upon 
ra terms and conditions and subject to such directions as to the court 
8 ¢ seem right, provided the application for such reference shall be 
"= € within twelve calendar months after payment. In the present 
— summons was issued just one day before the twelve calendar 
po had expired. That being so, it is contended on behalf of the 
oe cants that the reservation of the right to tax is a special circum- 

nce which entitles them to taxation of the bills notwithstanding pay- 





‘ment, and in support of that contention they rely upon the case of 


Re Williams, Ex parte Love. I am, however, not prepared to hold that 
a reservation of the right to tax is in all cases a special circumstance 
within the meaning of the section. There may in some cases be con- 
current circumstances which would make a reservation of the right 
to tax a special circumstance, but, generally ing, it is not per se 
a ground for taxation, though it is an element not to be lost sight 
of. Then it is said on behalf of the applicants that there are two other 
grounds for the application. In the first place, it is said that the 
conduct of the mortgagees towards the mortgagor has been oppressive, 
and that that is a special circumstance within the meaning of the 
section. On the death of the tenant for life it became necessary to 
call in the mortgages in question, and that led to other mortgages being 
called in. Notice was given to the mortgagor to pay off the mortgage 
debt, but I do not see any indication on the part of the mortgagor to 
comply with the notice, and matters remained very much as they were 
before the notice was given. The mortgagees then commen fore- 
closure proceedings, without, however, going to judgment, but those 
proceedings had not the desired effect, and the mortgagees then went 
into possession six months before the mortgage was paid off. Was that 
such unreasonable conduct on the part of the mortgagees as to amount 
to pressure? I cannot see that it was. In my opinion the mortgagees 
were entitled to take such steps as they thought necessary to meet the 
situation, and the préssure was not such as would amount to a “‘ special 
circumstance.”” The next point made by the applicants is that the 
bills contain charges which are burdensome and excessive, though they 
did not take the usual course of giving notice of the items which they 
allege to be excessive. But in the present case, as it happens, I have 
already dealt with some similar items on a previous application, and 
held that they were not warranted. I have here, therefore, a reserva- 
tion of the right to tax, a summons issued within the year, and a bill 
containing items which ought to be disallowed. Those three things, 
taken together, amount in my opinion to ‘‘special circumstances” 
within the meaning of the section, and I therefore refer the bill for 
taxation.—CounseEL, Rolt; Cann. Sorrcrrors, H. J. Adkin, for Sharp 
ad: Weir, Brighton; A. F. & R. W. Tweedie. 


[Reported by 8. E. Witt1aMs, Barrister-at-Law.] 








New Orders, &c. 


The Procedure under the Patents Act. 


The following Rules amending the procedure under section 27 of the 
Patents and Designs Act, 1907, and the Patents Rules 78 to 81, have 
been issued :— 

In all cases of applications for revocation under section 27 the follow- 
ing procedure will, in future, be adopted :— 

(1) The applicant should wegen sna. with his application on 
Patents Form 24 leave at the office evidence by way of statutory declara- 
tion, stating the particulars upon which he relies in support of the alle- 
gations contained in the application; the copy of the application 
delivered to the patentee or his agent, in accordance with Patents Rule 
78, should be accompanied with copies of such evidence. 

(2) The patentee should, within fourteen days from the delivery of 
such copy, or within such further time as the Comptroller may allow, 
leave at the office evidence by way of statutory declaration stating 
whether or not the allegations contained in the application are correct ; 
and if they are incorrect giving the particulars upon which he intends to 
rely in answer to the allegations ale by the applicant. Copies of such 
evidence should at the same time be delivered to the applicant. 

(3) Should the applicant then decide to proceed with his application, 
he may then leave and deliver further statutory declarations in answer, 
in accordance with the provisions of the latter part of Rule 79. 

(4) The Comptroller will then intimate to the parties whether, agen 
regard to the circumstances of the case, he considers it desirable 
intends to hold a preliminary hearing on the question whether a primd 
facie case has been made in support of the allegations in the application, 
or whether he intends in ordinary course to deal at one hearing with the 
whole case, including the further questions whether the patentee can 
prove that the patented article or process is manufactured or carried on 
to an adequate extent in the United Kingdom, or can give satisfactory 
reasons why the article or process is not so manufactured or carried on. 

(5) Should the Comptroller think fit to hold a preliminary hearing as 
aforesaid, and as a result of such hearing decide that a primd facie case 
has been made in support of the allegations in the application, or should 
he determine to proceed in ordinary course to deal at one hearing with 
the whole case, including the further questions mentioned in head (4), 
then, and in either of the said cases, he will give to the patentee further 
time for leaving at the office and delivering to the applicant pursuant to 
Rule 79 evidence by way of statutory declaration with regard to such 
further questions or either of them and will subsequently give to the 
applicant under Rule 79, and thereafter, if necessary, to the patentee 
under Rule 80, further time for leaving further evidence by way of 
statutory declaration with regard to such questions or either of them in 
answer or reply as the case may be. 

(6) In the event of an application under section 27 being uncontested 
by Oe pen the Comptroller in pagers | whether costs should be 
awarded to the applicant will consider whether proceedings under the 
section might have been avoided, if reasonable notice had been given by 
the applicant to the patentee before the application was filed. 
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Societies. 


The Law Society. 


GENERAL MEETING. 


A general meeting of the members of the Law Society was held at the 
Society’s Hall, Chancery-lane, on Friday, the 30th ult., the PRESIDENT, 
Mr. J. S. Beale (London) taking the chair. Among those present were 
Mr. William Howard Winterbotham, M.A. (vice-president), Mr. Charles 
Mylne Barker, Mr. Thomas William Bischoff, Mr. Alfred Hy. Coley (Bir- 
mingham), Mr. Frank Dawes, Mr. Walter Dowson, Mr. Robert Ellett 
(Cirencester), Sir Edward Henry Fraser, D.C.L. (Nottingham), Mr. 
Samueltarrett, M.A., Mr. William Edward Gillett, Sir John Hollams, 
Mr. Henry James Johnson, Mr. Henry Manisty, Mr. Richard Penning- 
ton, Mr. Thos. Rawle, Sir Albert Kaye Rollit, B.A., LL.D., D.C.L., 
Mr. Charles Leopold Samson, Mr. William Arthur Sharpe, Mr. Richard 
Stephens Taylor, and Mr. William Melmoth Walters, members of the 
Council ; Mr. John Cullimore (Chester), Mr. Charles Elton Longmore 
(Hertford), Mr. Charles Henry Morton (Liverpool), Mr. Robert Pybus, 
M.A. (Newcastle-upon-Tyne), and Mr. Francis Sturge (Bristol), extra- 
ordinary members ; and Mr. 8. P. B. Bucknill, secretary pro tem., and 
Mr. E. R. Cook, clerk to the committees. 


PRIZE AND CERTIFICATES OF MERIT. 


The following notice was on the paper of business :—‘‘ The President 
will present the prize and certificates awarded to successful candidates 
at the Final Examination, in January, 1909.’’ These were as follows :— 

Certificates, second-class (in alphabetical order) :—Mr. Allen Hoyte 
Craig, articled with Mr. F. H. James, of Messrs. James, 
Mellor & Coleman, London; Mr. Colin Stanley Krause, 
articled with Mr. Julius A. White, London; Mr. Artom Anidjar 
Romain, articled with Mr. D. A. Romain, London; and Mr. 
George Robin Thatcher, articled with Mr. John Attenborough, of 
London. Third-class (in alphabetical order) :—Mr. Alfred Lewis 
Arnold, articled with Mr. Lionel B. Mozley, of Messrs. Hicks, Arnold 
& Mozley, London; Mr. Reginald Chas. Soresby Foster, articled with 
Mr. Wm. Woolley, of Messrs. Moody & Woolley, Derby; Mr. John 
Stoker Hogg, articled with Mr. Jas. Hy. Rennoldson, of South Shields : 
Mr. Edwd. Baines Reed, B.A., LL.B. Camb., articled with Mr. Sydney 
C. Scott, of Messrs. Scott, Bell & Co., London; and Mr. Thos. Deval] 
Walthall, articled with Mr. T. W. Walthall, of Birmingham. The 
following gentlemen did not attend :—Mr. Walter Guy Nicholas Breton. 
articled with Mr. Wm. H. Breton, Longton, Staffordshire; and Mr. 
Thos. Hubert Veasey, articled with Mr. W. B. King, Royston, and Mr. 
C. G. Veasey, Baldock, second-class certificates. Mr. Regd. Hy. Barrett, 
articled with Mr. Thos. Oerton, of Messrs. Toller, Oerton & Balsdon, 
Barnstaple ; Mr. Guy Edwd. Knightly Burne, articled with Mr. R. H. 
Thurlow Baker and Mr. W. Grice Hutchinson, both of London; Mr. 
John Ponsonby MacClellan, M.A. Oxon., articled with Mr. J. F. 
Rowlatt, of Messrs. Metcalf, Birkett & Rowlatt, London; Mr. Albert 
Joseph Mawdsley, articled with Mr. Fredk. Aneurin Jones, of Messrs. 
Brighouse, Jones & Co., Southport ; Mr. Gerald Peter, articled with Mr. 
Claude H. Peter, of Launceston, and Messrs. Busk, Mellor & Norris. 
London ; Mr. Philip Hallewell Richardson, articled with Mr. John Har 
rison Richardson, Bradford ; and Mr. Walter Gill Seager, articled with 
Mr. Chas. Baker and Mr. A. Edwd. Dunn, both of London, third-class 
certificates. The John Mackrell prize, value about £12, was awarded to 
Mr. Veasey. 

RESIGNATION OF Mr. WILLIAMSON. 

The Present : Since the notice convening the meeting was sent out 
we have received from our good friend and secretary, Mr. Williamson 
the resignation of his office, under medical advice, and I am sure you 
will all feel, as we do on the Council, that Mr. Williamson filled the office 
of secretary for forty-six years with the greatest ability and judgment, 
that he has won the admiration and regard of all the members of the 
society, equally with the members of the Council, that he has been most 
helpful and sympathetic to all those, and they are very many, who have 
sought his advice at various times, and that he gave a constant and close 
attention to every matter connected with the work of the society and 
the interest of the profession. And I feel sure that every member of 
the society, whether present or absent, will feel that the society has lost 
a most valuable and valued officer, that they will sympathise with Mr. 
Williamson in the illness which has necessitated his resignation, that 
they will wish that the relief from work may rapidly lead to his complete 
recovery, and I think they will approve and confirm the action of the 
Council in allotting to Mr. Williamson, after forty-six years’ service, a 
retiring pension equal to the amount of his salary. Mr. Williamson’s 
portrait is on our walls, the gift of our old friend Mr. Williams, and it 
does seem to set our minds back a long way that Mr. Williams, the donor 
of the portrait, was president, I think, in 1865, two years after the 
appointment of Mr. Williamson to the office of secretary. I cannot help 
thinking that it would be pleasant to Mr. Williamson, who is, I am 
afraid, for the last few days not so well as he was before, to have a 
resolution of sympathy with him, and with your permission I should like 
to move :—*‘ That this general meeting of members respectfully tenders 
to Mr. Williamson the assurance of their appreciation of and gratitude for 
the eminent services which he has rendered to the profession during his 
i eer of secretary, of the universal esteem and regard in which they 

him, of their earnest wish for his complete recovery, and the enjoy- 
ment of many years of health and happiness.” 





Sir “Ansert Rotzrt, LL.D., D.C.L., said that, as having been an 
artieled clerk with Mr. Williamson, in Hull, and having since enjoyed 
lifelong‘ friendship with him, he had the privilege of seconding the 
proposal. He thought they should remember those who had served the 
office of president had perhaps a fuller knowledge of the great work 
Mr. Williamson had done, and it was not only in the ordinary work 
of ‘his office, but sometimes he made a contribution to the welfare of 
the society and to the general work of the society, as, for instance, in 
that welcome which was paid by the whole profession and by the society 
to those who had done good service in South Africa at the time of the 
war. He knew nothing that had given more honour and pleasure to 
the recipients than the reception which was given them in that hall, 
and the medals they received, and the chief service in that respect wag 
without doubt due to Mr. Williamson. 

Mr. Cuas. Forp (London) said that for about forty-six years he was 
afraid he had been, as some would think, a too active member of the 
society. During the whole of those years he had received nothing but 
cotrtesy, kindness and consideration from Mr. Williamson, and if any- 
thing more was to be done in the way of recognising Mr. Williamson's 
services, it would be his great pleasure to take part in it. 

Mr. J. S. Rusrnstein (London) gaid he had also taken an active 
part in matters connected with the society, and he had been brought 
a great deal into contact with Mr. Williamson, and although he had 
had no official commission, he had invariably met with the greatest 
possible courtesy. Therefore he supported the motion with very great 
pleasure. 

A MemBER suggested that the number of years should be inserted in 
the reso'ution. It simply said Mr. Williamson had served “many 
years.” He thought it would be well to mention the actual number. 

The Presipent: Very well, I am quite willing to accept that amend. 
ment. 

The resolution was carried with acclamation. 

LAND TRANSFER ACT. 

Mr. RvBINSTEIN said he might perhaps be permitted to say that he 
had given private notice of a question to the president as to whether 
he could give any information with regard to the inquiry which was 
proceeding before the Land Transfer Commission into the working of 
the Land Transfer Act, and its present position. 

The Prestpent: There is nothing much to say. 
the Commission has risen for the Easter vacation. They will begin 
again on May 20th. The witnesses who had been recently called had 
been those representing the profession from the country, and I know 
what pains had been taken in preparing their evidence, and I hope it 
has been favourably received. Unfortunately, the Commission does 
not allow us to attend their sittings and know what goes on before 
them. They only publish papers, which are very sparse. They do 
allow us now to have the evidence that has heen given, but it comes 
somewhat late. What I think is in Mr. Rubinstein’s mind, and is 
certainly in mine, is not so much what is going on before the Com- 
mission as what we can do possibly to obviate the great inconvenience, 
and, as we are inclined to believe, the not very strict legality, of the 
present rules. But on that, unfortunately, I have nothing I can say 
with advantage. We have approached the Lord Chancellor and asked 
him to see us. Of course, that has to be done through Sir Kenneth 
Mackenzie, who has been very unwell, I know, and I know of other 
business stopped on that account. I hope he will soon be well, and 
that we may be able to do something in that line, but at present we 
have nothing to report. 

Form or OATH In Court. 

Mr. Forp had given notice of the following resolution :—‘ That in 
the opinion of this meeting, the option at present yiven to the majorily 
of witnesses in his Majesiy’s courts of justice, of being sworn in one 
way or another, ought to be discontinued, and one uniform and com- 
pulsory form of oath adopted in such cases; and it is hereby referred 
to the Council to consider and report as to what form of oath they 
recommend; and it is also referred to the Council to consider 
report as to whether it is desirable to substitute solemn affirmations 
for oaths, as regards witnesses in courts of justice.’’ Before moving 
it, he said he thought that if the gentlemen who won prizes did nob 
take tlie trouble to come to receive’ them at the hands of the president, 
ne thought the ceremony of the distribution might be dispensed with, 
because it occupied some valuable time which might. well be devoted to 
the disposal of the matters on the paper of business. He then moved 
the resolution. He said that Mr. Justice Ridley, Sir Gorell Barnes, and 
Mr. Justice Warrington had referred to what he might call the double- 
barrelled system of taking the oath, and had taken exception to it. 
There was the choice between taking the oath by kissing the book, oF 
of making a great demonstration before the court by holding up the 
hand and taking the oath in the Scotch form. It was very often thrown 
in the teeth of the profession that all they winted considered was the 
question of solicitors’ remuneration and bills of costs and so forth, and 
he thought this was a question which they might very well consider im 
the public interest. He was perfectly aware that since he had given 
notice of this motion a Bill had been brought into Parliament whi 
was promoted by a coroner, the details of which were probably # 
unsatisfactory as those of most Bills that, were introduced into the 
Houss by members. They did not get that careful consideration whi 
they would have if the Council of the society, for instance, were @ 
consider them professionally. The Bill had been before the committee, 
and, had heen subjected to considerable alteration. Originally it pre 
vided that it should be compulsory to have the Scotch s¥stem, w 
was most‘objectionable, and he hoped the Council would take the matter 
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into consideration. For a witness on entering the witness-box, usually 
more or less in a nervous state, to be asked to hold up the arm before 
judge, jury, counsel, and public was a very disquieting operation— 
he thought he might venture to say a barbarous operation. Kissing 
the book was also a barbarous operation. He had received a number 
of letters on the subject, and every one, from registrars and officers of 
the courts, objected to the Scotch system. A simple method which 
was adopted in some other countries of laying the hand upon the book 
would be much better and far less disquieting to the witness. The 
whole difficulty would be met by that. He had a letter from a registrar 
of a district court who objected to the Scotch method as cumbrous, and 
suggested that the hand should be placed on the open Testament at 
the time of taking the oath, and that in the case of an affirmation the 
placing the hand on the book should be dispensed with. . This practice 
of placing the hand on the book was customary, he believed, in Spain 
and Germany, and it was the practice with the Sovereign on ascending 
the throne. He regretted that these amateurs in Parliament had not 
come to the societv for a suggestion as to the best plan to be adopted. 
He supposed he would be met with the argument that as there was a 
Bill in Parliament, and all that Parliament did was the essence of 
wisdom, it was unnecessary for the society to consider the matter. 

A Memser rose to order. It did not seem to him that the matter 
was within the scope of the society. It was not a professional matter 
at all. 

The PrestpENt: It is quite true that this is not a professional ques- 
tion, as Mr. Ford himself has said. Of course, it is not a professional 
question. Solicitors are rarely called upon to give evidence, and, of 
course, when they do, they speak the truth, whatever may be the 
form of oath. 

Mr. Forp: How about our clients? 

The PrestpEnt: They are not our clients as witnesses particularly. 
However, it is material to notice that the Council could not do anything 
to carry out this recommendation if they desired to do so, hecause there 
is the reason Mr. Ford has given, namely, that there is a Bill actually 
in Parliament now which has gone through the Standing Committee. and 
the effect of which is to require that the Scotch form of oath should be 
adopted unless the witness objects to it. The present mode is that you 
may take either form, and that has been found to act very well. We 
are a sufficiently conservative nation in practice—I am not speaking 
politically—in practice we are sufficiently conservative to wish to keep 
to old forms, and the old form is preferred in ninety-nine cases out. of 
a hundred. Now they want to say we must use the Scotch form. unless 
the witness objects. But in any case the Council cou’d do nothing on 
the Bill. which is only open now to amendment in Committee of the 
whole House. It has been through the Grand Committee. 


TELEPHONES AND Automatic Stamp APPARATUS. 


Mr. E. A. Bett (London) moved the following motions, of which he 
had given notice :—‘‘ That the Council be requested to consider: (1) 
Whether two additional (post-office) telephones can be provided in the 
telephone room. (2) Whether an automatic stamp distributing apparatus 
for the use of members can be fixed in the hall.’’ He said he ventured 
to think that the motions were a piece of domestic legislation, and it was 
not a question of expense so much as expediency. He did not suppose 
for a moment that any member of the society or of the Council would 
consider the question of the expense of putting up the telephone or a 
stamp machine. 

The Prestpent: May I facilitate your proceeding to this auestion by 
saying that after you raised the question the Council caused a vote to 
be taken which they thought established sufficiently the need for an 
additional telephone? 

Mr. Bett said that that being the case he would address his remarks 
to the second resolution, which was nearly in the same category. This 
was a society of 8,000 members, of which he was told 4,000 were London 
members, and although there was plenty of facility for writing letters 
there ‘was no facility for obtaining stamps. He ventured to think the 
society was in the nature of a club, and in most of the clubs he was 
acquainted with there were automatic stamp machines. The only way a 
member was able to obtain a stamp was by sending one of. the porters 
to the nearest nost-office for it, if he did not happen to carry one, 
which it very frequently happened was the case. It would be to the 
benefit of the society to have an automatic machine, and he had com- 
municated with the post-office authorities and was informed that there 
was such a machine which was reliable and useful. 

Mr. Rusrnsrern seconded the motion. It was a practical business 
suggestion, and he thought the Council might adopt it. 

The Prestpent: Our information apparently is that there is no good 
machine to be obtained. 

Mr. Bexx said he could give the Council the name of one. 

_The Prestpent: There may be experimental machines. But we won’t 
discuss it here. We may accept the resolution. We will consider it, 
and, of course, if it can be done it should be, but our present information 
is that although you may get machines which are said to be very 
effective, they are really not worth anything. We will accept the reso- 
lution and make further inquiries. 


Sorrcrrorn to THE TREASURY. 


The following notice stood on the paper of business :—“ Mr. Harvey 
Clifton will ask:—(1) Whether any effort was made recently by the 
Council to secure the appointment of a solicitor to the office of Solicitor 


ment of a member of the bar to such solicitorship has been or will be | 
made by the Council.” 

The Prestpent : Mr. Harvey Clifton has written to us that he cannot 
be present, and he asks that the answer to his inquiries may be stated. 
The answers to both questions are in the negative. The appointment 
of a Solicitor to the bapa who is not by ession a solicitor has 
been customary for a long time, and when fhe Council on a former 
occasion endeavoured to make a protest against it they received a reply 
of a somewhat curt and unsatisfactory nature, and I do not think it 
would be wise to expose ourselves to the same again. That answers 
really both questions that there has been no effort made by the Council 
as suggested. It is by law and by practice really a bar appointment, not 
a solicitor’s, and therefore no protest has been made or will be. 

A Memper : Is it in accordance with the Solicitors Act that someone 
should act as a solicitor without being a solicitor? 

The Presrpent: No, not in the case of a member of the bar in a 
Government appointment. They are called Government solicitors, 
solicitors to the Treasury, but they are not necessarily solicitors. 

Mr. Forp said it seemed a mysterious thing that this misnomer should 
continue and that the society were not prepared to pursue the matter 
because they did not get a courteous answer. Let the matter be put 
in another position and a request be made that the proper name should 
be given to the appointment. 

The Presrpent: We have secured to the profession, by the arrange- 
ment made some years ago, the solicitorship to some Government offices. 
My advice would be that it is better to keep such appointments as we 
have under that arrangement then to seek to dispossess the bar of what 
they have. May I take seriously your objection, Mr. Ford, to the 
distribution of prizes on these occasions? It carries my sympathy to 
a great extent, because I do not think that to present three or four 
certificates to gentlemen and so occupy the time of the meeting is acting 
auite contrary to the feeling of the members. I believe it is only a 
Council regulation. I think you may leave it to the discretion of the 
Council whether the prizes and certificates should or should not be 
distributed on these occasions. 

Mr. Forv: The practice emanated from the Council and I hope they 
will get rid of it. 


THANKS TO Prestpent—Lanp TRansFEer Act. 

Mr. RvustnsTEin proposed a vote of thanks to the president. He 
observed that he would like to say with reference to the president’s 
answer to his question regarding land transfer. that he had proposed 
to bring forward, as the Council knew, a very drastic resolution on the 
subject, but in deference to the view expressed to him that the matter 
was sub judice, he had refrained from so doing, but the profession were 
watching the Commission very closely. 

Mr. Forp seconded the resolution. which was carried. 

The PrestpEnt briefly returned thanks. 








Law Students’ Journal. 


The Law Society. 
HONOURS EXAMINATION.—MARCH, 1909. 
At the examination for honours of candidates for admission on the 


Roll of Solicitors of the Supreme Court, the Examination Committee 
recommended the following as being entitled to honorary distinction :— 


First Cuass. 
Cyrit STANLEY THomas, who served his clerkship with Mr. Austen 
Whetham, of Bridport, and Messrs. Hatchett Jones, Bisgood & Marshall, 
of London, 

Seconp C1ass. 

{In Alphabetical Order.] 

Henry Sydney Hoffman Hall, who served his clerkship with Mr. 
Ernest Martineau, of the firm of Messrs, Ryland, Martineau & Co., of 
Birmingham, and Mr. Headlev Faithful Norris, of the firm of Messrs. 
Busk, Mellor & Norris, of London. 
Thomas Harston, who served his clerkship with Mr. Templer Leth- 
bridge Down, of London. ? - 
Francis James Ridler, LL.B. Lond., who served his clerkship with 
Messrs. Kite. Broomhead & Kite, of Taunton, and Messrs. Sharpe, 
Pritchard & Co., of London. oro 
Arthur Gerald Vavasour Yates, who served his clerkship with Mr. 
Charles Blunt, of the firm of Messrs, Mair, Blunt & Brocklehurst, of 


Macclesfield. 
Turmp Cass. 

{In Alphabetical Order.) aes, 
Estyn Douglas Apsimon, LL.B. Liverpool, who served his clerkship . 
with Mr. 0. W. Senn of the firm of Messrs. Lightbound, Owen & 
MacIver, of Liverpool. an sh 
Frank England. BA... LL.B. Camb., who served his clerkship with 
Messrs. Locking & Holdich, of Hull. : ; é 
Robert Norris, B.A, Oxon, who served his clerkship with Mr. James 
W. Alsop, of the firm of Messrs. Alsop, Stevens, Crook« & Co., of 
Li ool, . : : 
Albert Edwin Sockett, who served his clerkship with Mr. William 
Jones Malcolm, of Stockton-on-Tees; Mr. Edward William Dawes, of 
Middlesbrough ; and Messrs. Crowders, Vizard & Oldham, of London. 





to the Treasury. (2) If not, whether any protest against the appoint- 
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Charles James Widdows, who served his clerkship with Mr. Henry 
James Widdows, of Leigh, Lancashire. ; 

The Council of the Law Society have accordingly given class certifi- 
cates and awarded the following prizes of books :— 

To Mr. Thomas—The Clement’s Inn prize—value about £10; The 
Daniel Reardon prize—value about 20 guineas; and the John Mackrell 
prize—value about £12. 

The Council have given class certificates to the candidates in the 
second and third classes. 

Forty-one candidates gave notice for the examination. 


By order of the Council, 
8. P. B. Bucxni11, Assistant Secretary. 
Law Society’s Hall, Chancery-lane, London, April 30th, 1909. 


Calls to the Bar. 


The following gentlemen were called to the bar on Wednesday :— 

Lincotn’s Inn.—C. E. Davies (certificate of honour, C.L.E. Easter, 
1909), Trinity Hall, Camb. (First Class, Parts I. and II. Law Tripos), 
B.A., LL.B; G. P. Evans, Magdalen Coll., Oxford, B.A., J.P.; G. H. 
Mills, Univ. Coll., Oxford; M. H. W. Hayward, St. John’s 
Coll., Camb., LL.B.; ae Jehangir Wadia, St. John's 
Coll., Camb.; A. B. C.  Merriman-Labour; 8S. Birkbeck, 
London Univ.; Pestonji Cursetji Tarapore, F.R.G.S.; F. W. P. 
Cockerell, New Coll., Oxford; I. A. W. McGowan, Jesus Coll., Camb., 
B.A., LL.B. ; M. Bonham-Carter, Ball. Coll., Oxford, B.A.; Rajendra 
Narayan Chaudhuri; G. M. Simmonds (late a solicitor). 

Inner Temprte.—W. T. Swan Sonnenschein, B.A. Oxford, certificate 
of honour, Easter term, 1909; C. H. Harper, B.A., Oxford; A. G. C. 
Collins, Camb.; W. M. Hughes-Hughes, B.A. Oxford; G. D. Pryor, 
B.A. Camb.; C. Lall, Oxford; W. E. Stanford, B.A., Oxford; J. P. 
Elsden; J. N. Sintra; J. Aitken, B.A., LL.B. Camb.; F. Fenton, 
M.A., Camb. ; G. C. Williams, B.A., London. 

Mippte Tempte.—W. F. Swords, B.A., LL.B. Camb., B.Sc. London, 
first class Law Tripos, late scholar of St. John’s College, Cambridge, 
MacMahon Law Scholar, certificate of honours, C.L.E. Michaelmas, 
1908, Barstow Scholarship, 1909; D. J. White, M.A. Dublin, ex- 
classical scholar, Trinity College, Dublin, barrister-at-law, Ireland; 
K. Francis, B.A., Pemb. Coll., Camb. ; C. H. Campagnac; I. S. Fisher, 
M.A. Edin.; J. B. Thompson, B.A., Pemb Coll., Camb.; H. O’Neill, 
M.D. ; E. T. Dale; E. C. de Neufville, B.A. Oxford; Mudiyil Kesava 
Padmanabha Pillai, M.A. Edin.; E. Rosewall; St. John Hutchinson, 
B.A. Oxford; R. V. J. S. Hogan, B.A. Camb.; R. T. Cox; Syed 
Ahmad ; Binod Behari Lal;'J. C. A. Leclézio; Kow Soon Kim; J. C. 
Jackson. 

Gray’s Inn.—W. F. Newberry; W. T. W. Idris; Shivharan Das, 
B.A., Pemb. Coil., Oxford, B.A., Allahabad Univ.; Pramatha Nath 
Chatterjee, M.A., Calcutta Univ. ; and W. H. Prescott. 








Legal News. 


Appointment. 


Mr. FREDERICK CHARLES BROGDEN, solicitor, of Lincoln, has been 
appointed Official Receiver for the Bankruptcy Districts of the County 
Conrts holden at Lincoln and Boston, as from the Ist of May, 1909, in 
succession to Mr. Richard John Ward, resigned. 





Changes in Partnerships. 
Dissolutions. 


ARTHUR ROBERT CHAMBERLAYNE and JOHN CHARLES BROOKHOUSE, 
solicitors (Chamberlayne & Brookhouse), 7, New-square, Lincola’s-inn, 
London. April 26. 


Ceci, PrRicHArD HENDERSON and THomAs CeciL SyMEs, solicitors 
(Henderson & Symes), Dunster House, 12, Mark-lane, London. April 27. 


WILLIAM SLARK, PATRICK. HARRINGTON EDWARDS, and JAMES 
McDONALD ConBAN, solicitors (Slark, Edwards, & Co.), 33, Southampton- 
street, Strand, London. April 21. So far as the said William Slark is 
concerned ; the said Patrick Harrington Edwards and James McDonald 
Cobban will continue to practise in co-partnership at 33, Southampton- 
street, Strand, aforesaid, as heretofore. [ Gazette, April 30. 

HaARoLp AvGustus FARMAN and WALLACE GRAHAM HOZIER 
Coorer-KING, solicitors (Farman & King), Birkbeck Bank-chambers, 
High Holborn. Feb. 28. 


Joun Francis Turner and JoserH WILLIAM TURNER, solicitors, | 


(Turner & Sons), Preston and Lytham. Dec. 31. The said Joseph 
William Tarner will carry on the said business under the style or firm 
of Turner & Sons. [ Gazette, May 4. 





General. 


"The Lord Chancellor on Wednesday, says the Times, in reply to a 

tation from Lancashire municipalities asking that more time 
might be given to the trial of civil causes of assizes, said that, in con- 
junction with the Lord Chief Justice and Lord Gorell, he had con- 
sidered the question with a view of seeing in what shape proposals 
on the subject might be put before the Cabinet. 








On the 30th ult. the Royal Assent was given by Commission to the 
Army (Annual) Act. 


On the 3rd inst. the Judicial Committee resumed its sittings after the 
Easter Vacation. The list includes five Indian and four Colonial and 
other appeals. There are fourteen judgments for delivery in appeals 
heard before the vacation. 


The Home Secretary has appointed a Committee to consider what 
should be the procédure of Royal Commissions in regard to the arrange. 
ment of business, the selection and reception of evidence, the decision 
of questions arising on the terms of reference, and any other matters of 
order and procedure, with specia] reference to the duties and powers of 
the chairman in regard thereto. The Committee is constituted as fol- 
lows :—The Right Hon. Lord Balfour of Burleigh, K.T. (chairman), 
the Right Hon. Earl of Radnor, Mr. W. P. Byrne, C.B., of the Home 
Office, Mr. T. G. Ashton, M.P., and Mr. C. E. H. Hobhouse, MP. 
The secretary to the Committee is Mr. H. B. N. Mothersole, Royal 
Commissions House, Old Palace-yard, Westminster. 


Some years ago, says an American journal, a man in Nantucket was 
tried for a petty offence, and sentenced to four months in jail. A few 
days after the trial, the judge who had imposed sentence, in company 
with the sheriff, was on his way to the Boston boat, when they passed a 
man busily engaged in sawing wood. The man stopped his work, 
touched his hat politely, and said: ‘‘Good morning, your Honour,” 
The judge, after a careful survey of the man’s face, asked : ‘‘ Isn’t that 
the man I sentenced to jail a few days ago?’’ ‘‘ Yes,’’ replied the 
sheriff, with some hesitation, ‘‘ that’s the man. The fact is, Judge, we 
—er—we don’t happen to have anybody else in jail just now, so we 
thought it would be a sort of useless expense to hire someone to keep the 
jail four months just for this one man. So I gave him the jail key and 
told him it would be all right if he’d sleep there o’ nights.” 


At the request of the Central Land Association, says a writer in the 
Times, the Committee of the Land Agents’ Society sent out in January 
last to all their members having charge of agricultural estates a request 
for precise information as to the actual cost of repairs and maintenance 
in connexion with the assessment of their respective estates, accompanied 
by a form to be filled up with figures obtained from the estate books. 
In compliance with this request returns have now been received from 
agents having the management of 241 estates in England and Wales, 
showing the actual expenditure upon them under the several headings 
mentioned, expressed in percentages upon the gross rental of the several 
estates. The area to which the figures apply is 1,935,958 acres, and 
such figures represent the average of the results of the last five years. 
From these figures it appears that the average expenditure under the 
different headings, expressed in terms of percentage upon gross rental, 
are as follows :—(1) Repairs, 20.820 per cent. ; (2) new works necessary 
to maintain rents, 3.110 per cent. ; (3) management and legal fees, 6.021 
per cent. ; and (4) insurance, 1.183 per cent. The total average expendi- 
ture under all these headings works out at 29.501 per cent. of the gross 
rental. It should be remembered in this connexion that the statutory 
deductions for repairs and maintenance amount only to one-sixth (or 
16.6 per cent.) in the case of buildings and one-eighth (or 12.5 per cent.) 
in the case of land. 


The formal announcement of the decision arrived at by the Benchers 
of the Inner Temple at their meeting on April 23rd upon the case of 
Mr. Shyamaji Krishnavarma, the head of ‘“ India House,’ Highgate, 
was, says the 7'imes, placed on the screen at the entrance to the Inner 
Temple Hall on Saturday. The notice disbarring Mr. Krishnavarma, 
and removing his name from the books of the society, is as follows :— 
“Inner Temple. At a Parliament holden Friday, 20th April, 1909. 
Whereas at a Bench Table holden on the 10th March 1909 a Committee 
was appointed to consider and report as to whether any and what steps 
should be taken in connexion with letters purporting to be written by 
Mr. Shyamaji Krishnavarma, a barrister of this Society, in The Times 
on the 20th February and the 10th March 1909 with power to collect any 
further materials. And Whereas this Committee presented a Report 
dated the 23rd March, 1909. And whereas this Report was laid before 
the Bench and was received and adopted on the 25th day of March 1908. 
And Whereas at the Bench Table holden on the 23rd day of April 1909, 
It was Ordered—That the Bench, having read and considered the letter 
dated the 17th February 1509, addressed by Mr. Shyamaji Krishna 
varma to The J'imes newspaper and published therein on the 2 
February 1909, and the quotation therein from the /ndian Sociologut, 
and having read and considered the written statement of Mr. Shyamaji 
Krishnavarma sent by him to the Bench in his defence from which it 
appears that he admits responsibility for the letter to 7'he Times and 
for the articles appearing in the Indian Sociologist, is of opinion that 
the conduct of Mr. Shyamaji Krishnavarma, a Barrister of this Society, 
in publishing the said letter was unworthy of % Barrister and that he 
should be disbarred and his name removed from the books of the Inn. 
And at the same Bench Table It was further Ordered That at the 
Parliament to be holden on Friday the 30th day of April 1909 the said 
Shyamaji Krishnavarma be disbarred and his name removed from 
books of the Society and that this order be communicated to the Judges 
of the Supreme Court of Judicature, to the other Inns of Court, to the 
General Council of the Bar and by registered letter to the said Shyama}! 
Krishnavarma and be screened in the Hall. It is at this Parliament 
Ordered—That the said Order be and the same is hereby confirmed 
the said Shyamaji Krishnavarma is hereby disbarred and his name 
removed from the books of the Society.—Watter G. WRANGHAM, 
Treasurer.” 
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The proposal in the Budget to substitute five years for one year as the 
jod within which property alienated from an estate by voluntary dis- 
itions inter vivos shall remain liable to duty is, says the Times, retro- 
tive in the sense that it is proposed to apply it in all cases of death 

that occur after the introduction of the Budget. 


Mr. Wade has, says the Sydney correspondent of the Times, caused 
a sensation here by withdrawing the Crown briefs from a leading bar- 

rister who attacked the Government for persuading Sir F. Darley to 
take a year’s leave instead of resigning immediately after his retirement 
from the Chief Justiceship. The Sydney Telegraph considers that the 
withdrawal of Crown patronage on account of a deliverance of political 
opinion makes a dangerous precedent. The whole question of Sir F. 
Darley’s retirement is likely to be made a matter for a serious attack on 
the Ministry directly the Legislature meets. 








Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature. 


Rota or Reoistrars 1n ATTENDANCE ON 


Date Emercexoy <Apprat Covrr Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
. Rota. No. 2, Joyox. Swinres Eapy. 


Monday ...May of Mr ae naa Mr Golds Mr Church Mr Beal 


BP, capssscce ynge ldschmidt Theed Greswell 
Wednesday ...... 3 Ohaeth Syn, Bloxam Goldschmidt 
Thursday ......... 13 Theed Church Farmer Synge 
Friday ....0+...+ 14 Bloxam Theed Leach Church 
Saturday ......... 15 Farmer Bloxam Borrer Theed 

Date Mr, Justice Mr, Justice Mr, Justice Mr. Justice 

ane. Waneinerton. NR&VILLE. Parker. Evs, 
Monday ...May ~ Mr Farmer Mr Synge Mr Bloxam Mr Borrer 
Tuesday... Leach Church Farmer Beal 
Wednesday ...... 13 Borrer Theed Leach Greswell 
Thursday ....0.. 13 Beal Bloxam Borrer Goldschmidt 
soos 14 Greswell Farmer Beal Synge 
Goldechmidt Leach Greswell Church 











The Property Mart. 


Forthcoming Auction Sales. 


May 10.—Messrs. 8. H. Davips & Co., %s Ay Mart, at 2: Freehold Property and 
Residence (see advertisement, back page, April 

May 11,—Mesers. Desen Ham, Tzwson, itomtansax & o,, at the Mart, at 2: Freehold 
Building Site (see advertisement, back page, April 24 

May 12.—Mesers. KEpwis Fox & BovsFik cp, at the Mart, at 2: Shares (sce aivertise- 
ment, back page, thie weet). 

May 12.—Mesers. TrouLore, at the Mart, at 2: Town Mansion and Freshold Fatate 
(see sireninemant, back page, April 24). 
Edy wy go WEATHERALL % Green, at the Mart, at 2: Factory, Lease of House, 

(see advertisement, back page this week). 
Mey 19.- atte Davin Buanarr, Sor, & sane atthe Mart: Freehold and Lease- 
rroperties, Land, &c. (see advertisement iii, May 1 1). 

May 20.—Messrs. eae at the Mart, aie ‘Freehold Ground-Rents (see advertise- 

nny 25. .D a ? &O the Mart, 
_ EBENSAM, TEWSON, Oo, at at 2: Freehold Factory 

sivertisement, back page, this week). = 

May 27.—Messrs, Heratne, Son, & Daw, at the Mart, at 2: Freehold Pramises, 
Ground-Rsnts, Investments, &c. (see advertisement, back page, this week). 

June 9 and 11.—Mr. Josern SeCereR, at the Mart, at Freehold Estates (see 
advertisement, back page, this week). 

Jane 17.—Messrs, Davip J. Onarrece & Sons, at the Mart, at 2: Residence (see 
— back Pane. this 7 a 

ALKER ON, at t! t: Freehold Ground-Rents and P: rties 

advertisement, back page, March 13) at early date. — one 


Result of Sale. 
Reversions, Lirzg Pouricres, anp Lire Inrerests. 
Messrs. H. E, Foster & Crawrretp held their usual Fortnightly Sale (No. 882) of the 
named Interests, at the Mart, Tokenhouse-yard, E. aay at “— when 
fees Lots were sold at the prices named, the total amount realized being 
ABSOLUTE Pe 


To £3,452 an “ o cee ooo -- Bold 

To £i, 143 one on om ove eee ooo oon ose oe “— 

To i, 121 128, ose coe ose ove ooo ooo 29 ores 

To £i, 100 aos ete eee one » £500 
POLICIES OF ASSURANCE for £500 deo eve ove dee » £235 
ENDOWMENT POLICY for £2 00) ove eoe ove oe » £455 
FULLY-PAID POLICY for £400... ios cee eos eve én » £600 
LIFE INTEREST in —_ per annum ane one ae ee ae 
REVERSION to £286... ove eee we oe ove ca ow » £170 








Winding-up Notices. 
London Gagette.—Frivay, April 30. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Lrirep rm Omawozer. 

AzoanuM Texperawos Sywprcate, Liwrrep—Creditors are uired, on or before May 
81, to send their names and 4 eddromes, and the pario alare of their debts or claims, 
to B. Morton Nance, 47, Victoria st, Weetminster, liq quidator 

Asuvorp & Co, Liurrap—Oreditors are required, on or before Jane 1, to send the'r 
giites and adresses, and the ‘lou of thsit debia oF elaine, o Jamon Chaloner 
Gara man at, liqu: 

Avromario Bxerurenixe Wo x8, Linrea—Petn for winding yoy oe 
directed to be heard on May 11. Fold & Oo; Linootn’s tun’ folds’ for Piosent & Oct 

ham, solors fo nr reach raleavee 
sae eeg Esters re nee 
in see MITSD — 27, 
ll. Sheard & (0, Cloment's inn, trand, f or ara, 
Tent, soloe Sinnas Marton must reac’ above-nan: later 











Cunnineuam anv Dz Fourtsr Ga Laennan—feoliinen eee on or before May A 
to send in their names and and the particulars of debts or came, Ne 
LS, Eithy He Ue eee eee Sturton & Sturton, Gt Tower st, solors 

-. 49! Joxzs Wiisox & Co, Limrrep—Patn for winding pp, prenented Apali 17, directed 

© be heard at the Court Victoria st, Liverpool, on May 
14, at 10, Dean & Son, Liv for Darant, eildhall cheabes, solor for eo 
ae es Se must Dean & Son not later than 6 o’clock in 


1 

Hartiex & Co (Azxwoop), Lincrsp—Petn for up, presented April 26, directed 
to be heard at County Court a feather —~ An on May 12,at 10. Farrar& 
Co, Manchester, petners ’ solors. Notice of sane es must reach the above-named 
Oo, enews Jack ls ep can ot 

Insaaw Szamuess [now anv Sresc Tuses, Limtrep—Petn for be ypers be? pee 
April 27, Sesatant 90 Gh Cain Oe, Shee %. Burton & Oo, Surrey st, 
Notice of appearing must reach the above-named not late prove dy yd ty 
afterncon 


Kaoosa Brrrere (1906), Limrrep—Peta for winding up, teagan April 26, directed of 
be heard oan Mayil. Wild & Con, Ss Seaeens © Tramp st, 
Notice of eMer must reach tne above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the 


afternoon of Ma: 

Mersey Trapine Bo, 5 EES for winding oP em my} ae directed to be 
be heard as the Court House, Government verpool, on May 21, 
at 10. Thompson & . Liverpool, for rblecoria at, Lverps kk, Liandadao, 


b McMaster. 
solors for petning creditors es pearing must reach the sbove- above-named not 


April & Co, 
lors to petners. Destee of eqqeiting Gas must reach the above-named not later than 6 
o'clock in the afternoon of May 10 
New Gotp Fagus Synprcars, Liucrep (tn Votuntary Liqurpation)—Creditors are 
required, on or before May 15, to send ia their names and addresses, particalars 
oft their debts cr claims, to to Maurice Jenks, lig 
Norra or Enauanp Proorine Co, Limirep a eee required, on or before May 
21, oat i Dae a Veneta ak lat partioulass of anch Gobte sed claims, te 
Richard R; iand Daly, 6, Feuwiok sh Liverpoot, ridator 
Ousssamnet | Sywproats, Liucrsp—Petn for winding up, meng a April 20, diracted 
to heard on May ll. er & Bell, Idol In, solors for petner. Notice of 
sring must reach the above-named not later than 6 o'clock in the afsernoon of 


Por oun Bara Co, Lrurrzp (ix VoLustarr goes nee ge my are my) 
on or before Jane 2, to send in their names and addresses, and 
thts dsbus or cians, wo H, Crewdson Howard, Basha Hot, 70s io 


SuTHERLAND anv Carraness Hawp-maps Carats Association, Lamitsp (1s VoLUsTagY 
Ligutpatiox)—Creditora must give notice of claim on or before May 13 to EB, Chas. 
Brown, 28, Budge row, liq 

London Gazette.—Turspay, May 4. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES, 
Lrrrep 1s Cuaycery. 


Prrstza Mines, Linttep—Oreditors are required, on 
‘oon a ~ lara of their > dane 


or before June 16, to send their 
d addresses, and the particulars ebts or claims, to Grosvenor 
George Walker, 19, st. Swithin’s-lane, hquidator 


R. Caacas & Sons, Liwrrso—Petn for up, yey April 29, directed to be 
heard May 18. Crump & Co, Ola Queen st, Westminater, for Archer & Co, Stockton-on: 
Teer. Notice of ap must reach ihe above-named not ot later than 6 o'clock in 
the afternoon of Mav 17 

Sucorps & Co., Liwirsp - pat emg Be mp are required, on or before 
oi ay E, Mannington, Foal ee road, co - 
to Isaac 1» 

Stoaerr Eneitseerine Works, Liurrsp — Creditors - required, on or before May 24, 

particulars of their 





their names and the debts or claims, to 
| sa mand John Palmonr, 32, Old Jewry. Styer, Fenchurch st, so!or for the 
pit 
Wannaw es Exrsmwpsp Gotp Miyzs, Liurrsp—Credit uired, on or before May 12, 
fo amet particulars of their debts or claims, to H. Grant, Worcester House, Walbrook, 
uidator 
Wu. Lovait, ieee Catia are pe on or before May 31, e send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debte or Septimus 
Staton, 64, Seantain @ st, Manchester, liquidator 








Creditors’ Notices. 
Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 


Last Day or Cram. « 
London Gaze. te.—Faivay, April 30. 
AysrLt, Henry, Croydon, Corn Dealer May 30 Hogan & Hughes, Arthur st West, 
London Bridge 
Bapuam, Gronres, Salter’s Hall ct, Cannon st, Solicitor June1 Badham & Co, Salter’s 
Hall ct, Cannon st 


Barxes, ALrazp James Farperick, Esher June $0: Travers-Emith & Co, Thregmorton av 
Bayty, a Aynzg, Camoridge ter, Hyde Park May 19 Witham & Co, Gray's 


inn 
B . hi , Chester, Butcher May 24 Brassey, Chester 
Brrvauay, Wiuitsy, Longion, Staffs, Builder ats 1 *Allerton, Longton 


Box, Fanny, Breatf Ruston & Lay = 

Borcer, Exiza, North Warnborough, Souths 10 ne Basingstoke 
Cariey, Rossat Witt14y, Pilton, Somerset Mee 

Cursutes, Jonny, Ganon ous Painter June] Welhell & ‘Penhord ham 
CLE WoRTH, =f Canon Tuomas Esanezen, Middleton, Lancs June 1 bemtes Hudson 


Conineror, em, Horncastle May 20 Walker & Co, Alford 
Goorsr, Susanna Maetua Anne, pene June'1 Gibb & Sons, Ediw 
Crook, Saran Maonat, I Bellord {iu Cavendieh st 


Curiar, WILLIAM, ees Joiner seat any 2 Whittingham 
? u 


Davis, Grorer, Twickenham 
Dawsow, Mary, Cricklewood ie 1 a, — -: 
2 Butcher & Barlow, Pus, lane 
JuneS Barber & Jessop, Brighouse 


> 





Dicats, James, Birtle, ar 
pease, Wi.iiam Epwaap 
2% = OHN, 


Erry, Epwix Tuomas, Sutton on 


.¥ 
F | Batley oiner Brearley & Son, Bat 
Piven, Hanarare Banat, Northam, an = hy adhere Badham 2 te a te Hall ct, 


Fisa, Samvusi Tie Lancs, Draper by ye 
Guxes, Fasprar ORGR, Chemist Bua, Dales 

@cuaaar, Apxur “Founasen. , ar Hi ines May 20 alker & Co, 
Gonsegen, Sepvane Cuancotra Hapsiex, Beaufort st, Chelsea May 29 Robinson & Son, 


‘sina fields 
Garey, J Barrow in Tailor June il Poole & Co, Barrow 
Haoussa, Many Axx, Mineter 3 Hampstead June? ee Pi hibes os 
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ase, Tuomas, Heaton, Newcastle upon Tyne, China Merchant June? Dickinson & Co, | Pratt, Ropsrt, 
upon 


Tyne 


Hayway, Hues BeyJaxin, Bromsgrove Junel Hoopers & Co, Birmingham 
Hawpoyn, Hetey, Hove, Sussex June 12 . Ruston & Co, Norfolk st, Strand 

Haynzs-Wititams, Joun, Eastbourne May 27 Hillman & Oo, 
Havers, Rosina Faaxces, Anne st, Waterloord Junel Bell, Essex st, Strand 


Horraas, WitusaM Bernarp, Romford Junel Edwards, 


How, Anwe Sornia, Torquay June 30 Ogilvie, Essex st, Stran’ 
Ho.aes, Ervin Mitprep, ear: Yorks June i9 We atherhead & Knowles, Bingley 
Hors, Benyamin, ig ox Yorks Junel1 AE& HJ Carr, Leeds 

ing May 26 Braby & Macdonald, Arundel st, Strand 


Horgscasriz, Jous, Rea 


Paitcaarp, SaBa 


bourne moiton st 
Row, Tomas, 
leman 85 


am, Norfolk June 1 Havers, 
ath Town, Wol 


Bromw: 
Pucaxe, Stantey, Langton, Tonbridge Wells May 26 Dawes & Sons, Angel ct, Throgs 


, Devon, Solicitor May 20 Row, Bampton. Devon 

Row inson, Perer, Tim; rley, Cheshire June10 Nicholls & Co, Manchester 
Rosse.t, Saran, Small Heath, Birmingham May 10 Cooksey & Co, Old Hill, Staffs 
Scuapsg, Aubert Ricwarp, Putney June2 Wetherfield & Co, Gesham bldgs, G uildhall 
Scuao.rietp, Epwarp, Sowerby enon. We bee 

Scorssy, Evizaspetu, Scarborough 


Norwich 
verhampton June 1 J & L Clark, West 


Warehouseman May 31 Bailey, Hal 
Turnbull « Sons, Scarbo: rough " a 


Hueazs, Pryse Henry, Towyn, Merioneth, Estate Agent "May 21 Smith & Co, Aber- | Suepazap, Resecca, Banbury, Uxford June 1 Fairfax & Barfield, Banbury 


w 
Hoxrderry Wittsas, Bryncelyn, nr Aberdare, Colliery Proprietor May 26 Davies & Cc, 


James, Axx Mancaret, Smethwick, Staffs May 10 Cooksey & Co, Old Hill, Staffs 
Carmarthen Junel Griffiths & Co, Carmarthen 
Joxzs, Wuusam Anprew, Plumbley, Chester May 31 rg 7 aint * pegmmcanad 


Joxzs, CHARLES Wriam, Gwyntryn, 
Jones, Wittiam Henry, Douglas, ‘of M June 8 


Junkison, James, South ‘Norwocd June 24 Collins & Collins, King William st, London 


B 
Kise, Henry, Commercial rd, Peckham May10 Millar & Sons, 8t Thomas’ st 
le, Brewer May 29 Patrick & Son, Durham 
Laman. Es Manianye zaeeee Livgsey, Beechmont, nr Sevenoaks Junel Tucker & Co, 


Lams, Tuomas, Hetton le Ho 
, Lincoln 


act Sax Tianna. Bath Chair Proprietor June 1{Chambzlain & Johnson, 
Levick, Gorpon STE, Harrington gdns, South Kensington May 27 Wansey & Co, 


Loaay, Jouy, 4 ae on Mersey June 30 Diggles & Ogden, Manches 
Mavpz, Caaries Farwen, Burwash, Sussex June 12 Andrews & Bennett, Burwash 


Suitu, Juita, Live 


Vasmer, Tueopor ALberr 
m, Old Jewry 


WILLI4Ms, Hager, 





Sxtewitsa, Grey, Bideford, Devon June 7 
Suir, Harry Waren, Bye, Sussex, Clerk May 31 Dawes & Co, Rye 

Junel4 Als»p & Co, Liverpool 

Soursvoms, Saran Lety Gaanoer Hamitton, Bath June 1 Adam & Co, Bath 
Swinpory, Janz, Workington, Cumberland June 5 Jackson, Workington 

Txourson, Marraew, Warkworth, Northumberland, Grocer June 12 Gibson, Newcastle 


upon Tyne 
aan be Watrer Witson, Deercar, Yorks, Blacksmith Junel Smith & Qo, 


Garrard & Co, Pall Mall East 


mooee Ernst, Fenchurch st, Cocoa'Merchant May 31 


Waaa, Hueu, ‘Alberta st, egg June 14 Young & Co, Ely pl, Holborn circus 
Watson, Exviza Mary, crown 
We voy, Francis Seymour, East Molesey June 5 Worthington & Co, Nicholas In 
Wenpt, Orro Cagt Avaust, Wi don, Boot M: turer June 10 Goldberg & Co, 
West st, Finsbury circus 

qin | Wriury, Jouy, Shiple pense Railway Agent June1 Wright & Co, Shi 

lesowen, Worcester May 10 
Wusxworts, Louisa Gzoraina Auice, Upper Tooting June 8 Burne & Wykes, Lincoln's 


treatham Junel Havers, orwich 





ley 
Cooksey & Co, old il. Staffs 


Moysz, — South Beddington May 27 Sandom & Co, Graczchurch st inn fields 

Pasisn, Emma, Halesowen, Worcester May 10 C».oksey & Co, Old Hill, Staffs Woop, Waurer James, Newport, Grocer's Manager June 1 Dauncey & Sons, Newport 
Perorva pgsssers, Bowdon, Chester June 5 Warburton, Manchester Wooraica, Saran, Overton on Dee, Flint May 18 Thomas, Ellesmere, Salop 

Preems, i ny Ayy, Brighton May 31 Bowden, Manchester Waiaat, Frances Vicronia, Holloway May 31 Fitzgerald, Chancery In 


Bankruptcy Notices. 


London Gasetie,—Fatvay, April 30, 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 

Bewnirse, posnee, Gaywood, Norfolk, Baker King's 

Pet 23 Ord Ay pril 28 

Baray, Senseo ackpool, Musical Artiste Preston Pet | 
April 27_ Ord April 27 

Bumxaors, Exity ~ Preston; Fancy Draper Preston 
Pet April 26 Ord April 26 

Cuarman, Witiiam, Veryan, Cornwall, Farmer Truro Pet 
April 28 Ord April 28 

Coates, Jouy, Thornton le Clay, = Butcher Scar-| 
borough Pet April 27 Ord April 27 

Copp, Jous —— Pemberton gdne, St John’s Park | 
High Coart Pet March 18 Ord April 26 

Coorer, Avis Mania, Hove, Sussex, Tailor Brighton Pet | 
April 3 Oud April 26 

Caasse, Epwanp Aree, Liwyn Mawr, Apeteaio, Denbigh, 
Solicitor Bangor Pet April 18 Ord April 27 

Crosstey, Groncr Hamen, Glossop, yong Grocer Aden} 
under Lyne Pet April 27 Ord A 

Cuxsz, Evas, Treherbert, Glam, Grocer and Seine Ponty- 

Pet April27 Ord April 27 
Davizs, Jonw tees, Dowlais, Merth 7" yo Grocer'e | 
t rthyr Tydfil Pet April 26 Ord April 26 

Davis, Exocu, Mexbro’, Yorks, Tailor Sheffield Pet Apeil 

28 Ord April 


Deans, Gronce Tuzton, and Farperick Taomas Deas, | 
Lewisham, Ladies’ Costumiers Greenwich Pet April 
27 Ord April 27 
Ge.i, Wituiam Apert, and George Henny Get, West | 
Bridgford, Grocers Nottingham Pet April 26 Ord 
April 26 
Jzrrzrson, Jou» Tuomas, Bristol, Boot Manufacturer | 
Bristol Pet April 26 mek, April 26 
—/;,, * Joux Gatrritae, Cross Ki oye, Mon, Draper Newport, 
et April 26 Ord April 26 
Seam Ricnagp, Lianarmon yn Yale, Denbigh, Farm 
Labourer Wrexham Pet April 26 Ord April 26 
ae Joux, Wood st, me Baker igh Court 
April 26 Ord “april 
am. ye Panton st. pr Haymarket, Commission Agent | 
High Court Pet April 2 Ord April 28 
Nouns Jou» Grover, _ouaarem, Builder Swindon Pet 
Ord April 27 


April 7 











Nortox, James, ge st, a, Plumber High Court; pangs, Down rhiry and Frepericok Taomas Deans, 


Pet April 6 O 
Park, Murray Tuomas, im 1, oe gy ee are 
man Liverpool Pet April 3 "Ord Apri 


| Porter, OLiver yee oe Wimbledon Pitign Court Pet | 


April 28 Ord April 28 

Sueruerp, Freperick Tuomas, Upper ype Fancy | 
Stationer Croydon Pet April 26 Ord A 

TemceTt, Witiiam Exnzst, Southwark Bridge set Musical | 


Instrument Maker High Court Pet April 28 ata) GoopyEaR, Cuarces, Ryhill, Yor! 


ril 23 
Turyver, Agraur Wi:ti14M, peotiinaiaa, Masician Not- 
tingham Pet April 26 ‘Ord April 26 | 
| Torwer, Epwarp Mark, Coseley, Staffs, Glass and China 
Dealer Wolverhampton Pet April 27 «Ord April 27 
Wann, Henry, Upton ae Exsex, Baker High Court | 
Pet April 27 Ord April 27 


Costumiers May 10 at 11.30 133, 
York rd, Westminster Bridge 
Deeks, Wirttax yy Wells, Norfolk, Tailor May 8 at 
12.30 Off Ree, 8, 5 orwich 


| Fincu, Bou Lincoln, Baker May llat12 10, Bank st, 
Lincoln 
| GuapMan, Wiut1am, Petworth, Sussex, Smith May 18 at 


10.30 Off Rec, 4, Pavilion bi , Brighton 

. Coal Miner May ll 
at 10.30 Off Rec, 7, Regent st, Barnsley 

Gorpoy, CHARLES, Marquis of Huntly, Orton Longueville, 
Hunts May 10 at 2.30 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 


Hasgeineton, Mavuaice Paice, Sefton Park, Liverpool, 


Stockbroker’s Clerk May 11 at 11 Off Rec, 35, Vie- 


toria st, Liverpool 
Laon, Ashton under igus, Gomes May 8at 


| West, Georer, Cheltenham, Watchmaker Cheltenham | aa Ne ff Rec, Byrom st, Manches 


Pet April 26 Ord April 26 


| Waareier, Jonn, Coxlodge Hall, Gosforth, Northumber- | Hu May 10 at 11.15 


—_ Builder Newcastle on Tyne Pet April 7 Ord | 
pril 27 
Witrorp, Joszern Henry, Gosport, Hants, Pork Butcher | 
Portsmouth Pet April 26 Ord Ap ril 26 } 
| Witi1ass, Erxzst CHARLES, pwn 29 End, Wooburn, | 
Bucks Aylesbury Pet April 28 —_ April 28 
Wits, Witt1am Caarves, Lewins Mead, Bristol, Licensed 
Victualler Bristol Pet april 98° Ord April 26 
Witxes, James, Worcester, Tailor Worcester Pet April 
28 Ord April 28 
FIRST MEETINGS, 


Baseman, Hewry James, Latham ter. Bedford Park, Chis- 

Builder May ll at3 14, Bedford row 

Deane, Sagan, Blackpool, Musical Artiste May 8 at 11 
Off Rec, 18, Winckley st, Preston 

meaguesee Witutam, Birmingham, Tailor May 11 at 

Ruskin chmbrs, 191, Corporation st, Birming- 





oy 
Burerss, Wiit1am, Higher Broughton, Manchester, Builder | 
May 8 at 11 Off Reo, Byrom st, st, Manchester 
Copp, Joun AgrTace, Pemberton gdns, § 7 ae nek 
May 10 at12 Bankrupte page Soe 
Cotton, Cuagies Henry, at rims! May n at 11. 30 10, | 
Bank st, Lincoln | 
Davies, Jous Ricuarp, Dowlais, Merthyr Tydfil, Grocer’s | 
tant Ma: aa Off Ree, County Court, ‘Lown | 
hall, Merthyr } 


| Re 


NTINGTON, Roster, Penrith, Cumberland, Fishmonger 
, Fisher at, Carlisle 


| James, Morgan ~Lihendg Llanelly, Carmarthen, Chemist 


May 8at11.15 Off Rec, 4, Queen st, Carmarthen 
Ketty, Wit.iam, Swindon, poem May 10 at3.30 Of 
Rec, 38, Regent circus, Swi 


| Soe Juutus atom apg Birchfields, Staffs, Foreign 


chant May 11at 12.30 Ruskin chmbrs, 191, Cor- 

poration st, Birmingham 

apr ey Walth OW, Baker May 10 at 12 Bank- 

bldgs, Carey st 

ILLIaAM, and Grorce Lamixe, Owston che 

Lincs, Blacksmiths May 11 at 12.80 19, Bank st, 
Lincoln 

Lawrence, Erxyest Wiii1am, Dover, Coal yp May 
Satil Off Rec, 68a, Castle st, Canterbur 

Loox, Jouy, West Coker, Somerset, Miller May li atl 
Off Rec, City chmbrs, Catherine at, Salisbury 

Mosse, Penny, Grosmont, Monmouth, Lice mre Victualler 
May 8at12 2, Offa st, Hereford 

Massey, Joun Tuomas, Rawtensta stall, Lancs, Butcher May 
11 at 11.30 To , Rochdale 

Norton, James, Ra st, "Poplar, Plumber May 11 at 12 
Bankru; uptey bldgs, Carey st 

Parkes, WILLIAM, 1 Heath, Birmingham, Pawnbroker 
May 12at 11.30 Ruskin chmbrs, 191, Corporation st, 


Birmlngham 
Pearce, WittiAm Heyer, Camborne, Cornwall, Tobacconist 
May l2at 12 Off Ree, Old Miners Bank, Truro 
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SPECIALISTS IN ALL LICENSING MATTERS. — 
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sTows, Hespeat Srencen, Kingsfon upon Hull, 
ag ee Maker’s May 8 at 11 Off Rec, York 
City ity Bank chmbrs, Lowgate, Hult 
Poesatov es Tee on ot Duochurch Warwick, Bailder May 
Of Ree, 8. High st, Coventry 
ee, Onartes Frepreick, Arlesey, Bais, Builder 
May l0at12 Of Roc, Bridge st, Northampton 
Teucett, Wiutiam Eaevest, Southwark Bridge rd, 
Musical aa Maker May l0atilt Bankruptcy 


bidgs, Care’ 
Tuo ees, how ano, St Helens, Line, Lodging Houss Keeper 
May 10 at 2.30 Off Rac, 35, Victoria st, Liverpool 


Tessce, FanpsricK WiLuIAM, Central Wrouzhton, or Swin- 
doa, Tailor Muay 10 at 3 Of Ree, 33, Regent circus, 
Swindoa 

Waun, Hevay, —_ Manor,  aaen Baker May 10 at 12 
Bankruptcy bid igs, Carey st 

Waker, Eenest Eowaarp, — upon Hall, Paper 
Mer-chant May 8 at oy 45 ff Rec, York City Bank 
chmbrs, Lowgate, Hul 

Westwoop, Jous, Quarry Back, Staffs, Grocer May 10 at 
12 Off Res, 199, Wo verhampton st, Dadley 
‘HITTLE, WILLIAM, Cla nm, Lanes, Leather Currier May 
8at 10.39 Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 

Witrorp, Josera Henay, Gosport, Haats, Pork Butcher 
May 10 at 3 Off Rec, Cambridge junction, High st, 

Portamouth 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


Bewniven, Atrrep, Gaywood, Norfolk, Baker King’s 
Lyon Pet April 28 Ord April 28 
beer, Saran, Blackpool, Musical Artiste Preston Pet 
April 27 Ord April 27 
Buxaors, Emtuy Korra, Preston, — Fancy Draper 
Preston Pet April 26 Ord April 23 
Brows, Wittiam Caaptes, Chiswick, Provision Dealer 
Edmonton Pet Mar 30 Ord April 26 
Cuampers, Wittiam Vaventine, Hoxton st, Licensed 
Victualler High Court Pet Mar 18 Ord April 28 
Cuarmas, Wittiam, Veryan, Corawall, Farmer Truro 
Pet April 28 Ord April 28 
Coarzs, Joux, Thornton le Clay, a. Butcher Sear- 
borough Pet April27 Ord April 2 
Crosstey, Grorce Hamer, West et Deer Grocer 
Ashton under Lyne Pet April 27 Ord April 27 
Cutz, Evan, Treherbert, Glam, Grocer Pontypridd Pet 
April27 Ord April 27 
Davizs, Joun Ricnaap, Dowlais, Merthyr Tydfil, Grocer’s 
Assistant Merthyr Tydfil Pet April 26 Ord April 26 
Davis, Exoca, Hall Gate, Mexbro’, ats Tailor Sheffield 
Pet April 28 Ord April 28 
Deans, Geonce Tuetox, and Freperick Tuomas Deas, 
Lewisham, Ladies’ Costumiers Greenwich 
i Pet April 27 - April e : 
ennis, Witttam Heapert, Liverpool, on Dentist 
High Court Pet Feb5 Ord April 26 Sent 
Firzexraup, Dora Maser, Fulham Palace rd, © aed 
Bridge "High Court Pet Mar 25, Ord Aj 
Forster, Joun Marks, , Furniture f= ag Leeds 
_Pet Mar 31 Ord April 27 





Farepaan, Louis Greatp, lebone rd, Motor Agent 
Court Pet Feb11 eet April 26 


Get, WILLIAM Fag and Grorce Henny Geir, West 
~— wa Nottingham Pet April 26 
Gipson, why Knott Mill, Manchester Manchester 


Pet Jan 22 Ord April 26 
Guszow, Roseat Cart Faitosicn Taropore, U Bexley 
Heath, Florist High Court Pet oo 20 Ord —— 
Ip1eNa, Feanx Cuark3on, Chariton , Cheltenham, 
. — ~— ae Pot Mat {8 Ord April 26 
on: ous Garriras, Croas Keys, Mon, Draper Newport 
on Pet April 23 Ord TT 
Jones, Ricnasp, Lianarmon Vale, Denbigh, Farm 
Labourer Wrexham Pet Apt 25 “ona ‘Ord Ai ‘gh 
mae le Walthams‘ow, Essex, Baker 


pril 26 
rams * Mark's rd, Kennington Park, Carman 
Court Pet Mar 8 Ord April 24 
bey ae ome 8 , Builder Swindon Pet 


28 
Porter, Oxiver Cromwett, Wimbledon High Court Pet 
April 28 Ord April 28 
Seaman, WILLIAM, Norwood, Builder Croydon Pet 
16 Ord April 27 


SugrxeeD, Freperick Tomas, Norwood, Fancy 
Stationer Croydon Pet April 28 Ord April 28 

Stack, Nevic Courgtsry, Wantage, —_ amas 
Victualler Oxford Pet Mar9 Ord April 

Temcatr, i Wittiam Eanest, Southwark Bridge rd, 
Musical Instrument Maker High Court Pet April 28 
Ord April 28 

— go Witrian, ye 1 ee Musician 

——- Pet — = April 26 

Toaven, 1 pwargp Mark, H Hill, Coseley, Staffs, Glass 

Wolverbam ampton a Pet April 27 Sem we 

Wan Ht —, Upton or. Essex, Baker High Court 
Pet April 37 Ord April 27 

West, EORGE, oe Watchmaker Cheltenham 
Pet April 26 Ord April 26 


ADJUDICATIONS ANNULLED, 
Pawkx, Sanan, Sheringham, Norfolk Norwich Adjod Mar 
16 Annul April 26 
Woottey, = Atreep, Old Radford, Nottingham, 


ottingham Adjud Nov 17, 1890 Annul 
April 23, .) 


London Gazette.—Tvespay, April 4. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 

Buss, Bonen, Weedon a Carter Northamp- 
ton Pet May 3 Ord May 3 

Bastarp, Tuomas, Church End, Finchley, Builder Barnet 
Pet Mar 23 Ord April 29 

Bickxury, Saver Witiiam, Weston —— Mare, Somerset 
Bridgwater Pet April 17 Ord April 

Criacuer, Wit114M, Tunstall, Beerseller Hanley Pet May 
1 Ord May1 


Ex.iotr, Antaur, Harry Nourrat, and Taomas Spencer 
Butrerwosts, Rochdale, Chi Ly Range 
Rochdale Pet April 29 ‘ord 


Miter, 
Hi 





Cranke, Ricnasp Bh a eras] Assistant 
Bak apa 9 April 30 

bans A te 39 “Ord A oe 

Davigs, stead, Glam, Cycle 


wis JoHN Rhondda, 
airer Portmadoe Pet May 1 Gof Meg 
Dowpney, Ropes , Hants, T: 

Pet A . ‘Ord April 3) 
no ‘Agel Oot A, 8t — ct, Financier High Court 


Fines, — > BresJamin, 


Fe ti hao ee 

‘ureman 

Forwvop, Ricnarp Taomas, River Dover. Kent, 
Canterbury 


Gipson, Snemenoee Graeme, imbledon Common 
Ki Pet 7 % Ord “Apel 29 
Goates, Wituiam ALFRED, Dealer Liver- 


201, Boot 
Pet April16 Ord eh 
paR 2, Samus. peapaat, re 
Wrexham Pet A Ord aR 
Hew ann, CaaRuns, 


ull, Butcher Kiogs- 
ston upon Hull "Bingston apon Ord A April 29 \ 
Hit, Frepsaick, fear, Pianoforte Leicester 

H ey o “Eowano, Hastings, Plumber Hasti 
1LLs, ALBERT WARD jum. ings 

Pet April 30 rd April 30 

Howat, ay yt a ye Glam, Collier 

Cardiff Pet April 29 aes 
Husrer, Joun Eowarp, Am Westmor 
Kendal Pet A 


Salop, Plumber 


Isaac, ILLIAM Goomne, 
Ex:-ter Pet April 30 30 
meg epee) | be Somerset,Grocer Yeo- 
Pet 4 
ee, Gsoxee, 1 Rabies, Physician 
Wrexham Pet April 29 Ord ‘April 29 


Lewis, Witla, lam, Contractor Merthyr 
‘dfil Pet May1 Ord May 1 


Mitcaem, Jsssz anaath, Dorchester, Blacksmith Dor- 

- aane., Pet A Ord Ord April 9 » > 

BwToN, WILLIAM ae Stapenhil Derby, oiner Bur- 
ton on Trent Pet April 30 Ord April 30 


ew -* eet Liverpool, Grocer Liverpool Pet April 24 


Pasry, Rosert, Caermeirch, Bodedern V; lesey, 
Farmer Baguor Pet April15 Ord Apri ‘8 
Prayis, Beratiz Leoxagv, Pare, Suffolk, aoe and 

Outfitter Norwich Pet May1 Ord May 
ae Baker 


Bescgneen, Bs Herpert Wins Wolverhampt 

hampton 

Pymar, Caaruss Capea 5 with Dickleb 

Norfolk, Farmer J et April 15 Ord A) 

Quanrenmas, Josera, we E ract, Auctioneer W: 
Pet April 20 Ord April 30 

Rivo.ra, Joan Row.anps Antonio, Strand, Ryde, I of W 
Newport Pet May 1 May 1 

Ross, Autrrep Groner, Norwood rd, West Norwood, 

h Court Pet A: 2 Ord April 29 

Turnee, Geonce Tomas, She ’s Bush, Tyre Manu- 

facturer High Court Pet 5 Ord April 29 











INSURANCE 


No. 114, Chancery Lane, 


GEORGE WILLIAM BELL, Esq. 
H. D. BEWES, Esq. (Bewes & Dickinson). 


L, C, CHOLMELEY, Esq. (Frere, Cholmeley, & Co.), 
E. F. B, CHURCH, Esq. (Chureh, Adams, & Prior), 


F. E. BE. FAREBROTHER, Esq. (Fladgate & Co.). 


Sir WILLIAM JAMES FARRER (formerly of Farrer & Co.). 


C. W. GRAHAM, Esq. (Lawrence, Grahem, & Co. 





DIRECTORS— 
Sir RICHARD NICHOLSON, Chairman 
CHARLES P, JOHNSON, Esq., 
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Budd, Brodie, & Hart). 
. (BE. Carle 
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SOCIETY 
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Erin R WILLIAMS, Esq., D.L., J. Rei, (formerty of Now 
ASSISTANT amiitied doles E. C. WHITE. 


This Society consequent on its close connection with, and exceptional experience of the requirements of, the Legal Profession 
is able to offer special facilities to Solicitors for the transaction of Fire Insurance business on the most favourable terms, whilst it 
enjoys the highest reputation for prompt and liberal settlement of claims. 

Prospectuses and Proposal Forms may be had on application. 

‘The business of the Society is confined to the- United ot ae 
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Verrce, Witasx Cornsert, Shildon, Durham, 
— utical Chemist Darham Pet April 3) Ord 


Wits, Groner Saursox VALEentine, Ca * _ 
yee of Chemistry Wandsworth Pet April 2 


_—_ e~ York, Provision Merchant York Pet 
April 30 Ord April 30 
FIRST MEETINGS. 

Bursxuorn, Emity Epira, Preston, Lancs, Fancy Draper 
May 12 at 11.30 Off Rec, 13, Winckley st, Preston 
Campion, ALPrep Exwest, Burniey, Painter ‘May 12 at 11 

Off Rec, 18, Winckley st, Preston 
Ciarkg, Ricuarp Garvee, Belvedere, Kent, Assistant 
Schoolmas.er Mayi7 at2 115, High at, Rochester 
Coates, Jonx. Thornton le Clay, Yorks, Batcher May 12 
at4 Off Rec, 48, Westborough, Searborou gh 
Coorer, Avis Maata, Hove, Sussex, Tailor May 12 at 12 
Off Rec, Bankru ae (Room 53), Carey st 
Crosstey, Grorcr AMER, Green. Derby, Grocer May 
12 at3 Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 
Dowpwyey, Rozert, Southsea, Hants, Tailor May 12 at 3 
ai. Rec, Cambridge junction, High st, Portsmouth 
by Pease ar, "2 James ct, Financier May 14 at 11 
aie ldgs, Carey st 
FarrnHfaD he Prickenham, a Table Makers 
May 12at 12 14, Bedford 
Gipson, Faancesca Graeme, Wimbledon Common May 
12 at 12 132, York rd, Westminster Bridge 
Goxssy, Witt ALFRED, ’ Liverpool » Boot Dealer May 
12 at 2.30 Off Reo, 35, Victoria st, Liverpool 
eee 5h CHARLES , Kingsto m upon Hull, a May 12 
Off Rec, York City, Bank chmbrs, Lowgate, Hull 
AS, mde Lianarmonynyale, Dae Farm 
Labourer May 12 at 12 Crypt chmbrs, Eastgate row, 


Panton st, ee er ge Commission Agent 

a“ e 12 2at ll Beakreptey b ldgs, Varey st 

Mircarm, Jzsss Wiis interborne Abbas, Dorset, 
Blac! May 13 ‘at 1 Off Rec, City chmbrs, 
Catherine st, Salisbury 

Portss, OLiver ae eo aes May 12 at 11 
Bankruptcy bidgs, wag bo 

Rose, Atraep Grorcer, Norwood rd, West Norwood, 
Builder May 12at12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Sarnseant, Atraep, Wellingborough, Northampton, Com 
mercial Traveller May 14 at 11 Off Rec, Bridge st, 


Northampton 
sage sare Covrtyey, Wan‘ Berks, Licensed Vic- 


tage, 
r May 12 at i2 1, St Aldates, Oxford 
SueruerD, Freprricx Tuomas, Up Pper Norwood, Fancy 
Bta! 


Bridge 
Tasman, Ror arp Joszru, Sandwich, Baker May 12 at 
30 


May 12 at 11.30 132, ork rd, Westminster 


ff Rec, 68a, Castle st, Canterb i! 
Tuanes, ArTHUR Wititam, Nottingham, usician May 
11 Off Reo, 4, Castle pl, Park st, Nottingham 
Toanez, Grorce Taomas, Westville rd, ” Shepherd’s Bush 
| ade ufacturer May 13 at 12 Bankruptcy bidgs, 
West, asnen, Cheltenham, Watchmaker May 13 at 
3.15 County Court bldgs, Cheltenham 
Wuarsize, Jonx, Gosforth, Northumberland, Builder 
May 12 at 12 Off Rec, 30, Mosley st, Newcastle on Tyne 
bee James, Worcester, Tailor May 14 at 3 Off Rer, 
1, Copenhagen st, Worcester 
Wits, Gzorce Sampson Vatentine, Clapham rd, Pro- 
fessor Chemistry May 13 at 11.30 132, York rd, 
Westminster Bridge 
Wires, Witiiam Caances, L2wins Mead, Bristol Licensed, 
Victualler May 12 at 11.30 Off Ree, 26, Baldwin at 


Wirry, ee York, Provision Merchant May 17 at 3 
off Rec, The Red House, Duncombe, pl, York 
ADJUDICATIONS. 
Bens, Cuances Hewry, Birmingham, Auctioneer Bir- 
minghem Pet April6 Ord April 30 
Buiacxmors, Witt14M, Birmingham, Tailor Birmingham 
Pet Aprili4 Ord April 30 
_— Bicnarp, Weedon 5 mamma Carter Northamp- 
Pet May 3 Ord te 
Hanley Pet 


ILL, FrepeRick, Falonter, Pianoforte Tuner Leicester 
Pet May1 Ord May 
Hitis, ALbeat Rowsts, Sections, Plumber Hastings 
Pet April 30 Ord April 30 
Oni | Howscca, Jom, Caran , nr Bridgend, Collier Cardiff Pet 
April 
Huster, Joux Epwarp, Nook, Ambleside, Westmorland, 
Fishmonger Kendal Pet et April 30 Ord April 30 
Isaac, Wittiam Grorce, Crediton, Devon, 
Agent Exeter Pet April 30 Ord April 80 
Jeanes, Jonny, Kinsbary ——— Somerset, Grocer Yeovil 
Pet April 29 Ord April 29 
Kwapton, Grosas, a ee Dahith, Physician 
Wrexham Pet April 29 Ord Apri 
Lenney, Samvet, Titchfield, Hants, Baker Portsmouth 
Pet April 15 Ord April 29 
Lewis, Witu1am, Brithdir, wae, Contractor Merthyr 
Tydfil Pet May1 Ord Mayi 
McHasgpy, James, Bea’ West Kensington 
High Court Pet Dec 30 Ord April 28 
MawyprvViILLe, Henry Morton, Laurie Park rd, Sydenham 
High Court Pet Mar 27 ‘Ord April 29 
Mironam, Jesse WILLIAM, wing Dorset, Blacksmith 
Dorchester Pet April 30 Ord A 
Newron, Wittram Epwiy, Stapenhill, Joiner Burton on 
Trent Pet April 30 Ord April 30 
ee J a Sn, Liverpool Pet April 24 
Apri 
Park, Mugray Tuomas, Liverpool, Confectioners’ Sundries- 
man Liverpool Pet April3 Ord April 30 
Pays, Beatiz Leonarp, unten, Suffolk, Tailor Nor- 
wich Pet May1 Ord yl 
ParronarD, Heasert WILLIAM, be ae Baker 
olverham Pet April 30 Ord April 30 
Rivo.tta, Jonn Rowianps Antonio, Ryde, I of W New- 
port Pet May1- Ord May1 
Sanjeant, Atraep, Wellingborough, Northampton, Com- 
— Traveller Northampton Pet Mar 9 Ord 
pril 29 
Sruses, Jounw Epwaep Caagves, Blackfriars rd, Licensed 
Victualler High Court Pet Maril Ord April 30 
Verrca, Wittiam Curssert, Shildon, Durham, Pharma- 
ceutical Chemist Durham Pet April 30 Ord April 30 
Wuasetsr, Jony, Gosforth, Northumberland, Builder 
Newcastle «* e Pet ‘april 7 Ord April 80 
Waits, we — Estate Agent Rochdale Pet 
r9 Or 
Witrorp, ft = Gospo: > eat, Pork Butcher 
Portsmouth Pet April 26 Ora April 
Wits, Wittiam CHargzes, Lewins Mead, Bristol, Licensed 
Victualler Bristol Pet April 26 Ord April 39 
Wirty, Epwarp, York, atacand Merchant York Pet 
April 30 Ord April'30 


OLICITOR (24), Public School Man, 
articled Birmingham and London, First Olass In- 
termediate, Second Final, experience chiefly Conveyanc- 
ing, Trusts, Common Law and ge now with 
Magistrate’s Clerk, > Clerkship, town or 
country ; salary * £100 £150.—Apply, x 376, 
¥ Bolicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter,” 27, Chancery- 
e, W.C, 











OLICITOR (admitted), Honours, 1908, 

desires Managing Clerkship with view to partner- 

ship (small connection); town or country; experienced 

Conveyancing, Chancery and Common w, Company 

and Commercial, County Court; excallent references. — 
Address, Box 5523, Willings, 125, Strand, W.O, 


UNIOR CLERK (22) seeks situation in 
country office. Knowledge of Abstracting, simple 
Conveyancing, Shorthand, Typewriting, Engrozsing, 
and General Practice; seven years’ E eeenenees mode- 
rate salary.—Srzro, 11, West Croft, Bideford. 


A BIIOLED PUPIL required by well- 
known firm of North London Auctioneers and 
Surveycrs, members of both Institutions; thorough 
tuition in all branches of the profession ; small premium 
returnable in sslary.—Apply, Avcriow, Box 645, 
“ Solicitors’ Journal ” Office, 27, Chancery-iane, W.C. 











dice: Wiruiam, Tunstall, Beerseller 
May1 Ord May1 
Crazxe, Ricnarp Garyzr, Belvedere, Kent, Assistant 
Schoolmaster Rochester Pet April 30 Ord April 30 
ony ey West Hartlepool, Fisherman Sunderland 
i130 Ord April 30 
eWwis Jonx tz, Rhondda, se Cycle 
Portmadoc Pet May1 Ord May1 
ioe ag Fwy Soothsea, Hants, Tailor Portsmouth 
Pet A 30 Ord April 30 
icHaRrD Tuomas, River, Dover, Milkman 
Pet April 29 Ord April 29 
Garrritas, Samvuet Roxeers, ~ pee Salop, Plumber 
Wrexham Pet April 29 Ord April 29 
Hargisox, Nextsox, Ashton under an, Grocer Ashton 
under Lyne Pet Mar 24 Ord April 29 
Hewcayp, Cuaares, _aeee upon Hull, Butcher Kings- 
ton upon Hull Pet April 29 Ord April 29 


Davin x 


Forwoop, 
Canter 





O SOLICITORS.—Thousands of pounds 
lost annually by non-del.very or delivery of in- 
sufficient Bills of osts ; can be remedied by employing 
expert of many years’ ex » town and —) 
moderate feee. — Address, “ Reapy,” ‘“‘ Solicito 
Journal” Office, 27, Chancery-lane, W.0. 


ITY OFFICES TO BE LET.— 
Four rooms, close to Rothschild’s Bank and over- 
looking the garden of Salters’ Hall; well lighted and 
conveniently arranged; suit Solicitors, Accountants, 
Insurance Brokes*, or other professional firm; occupa- 
tion Midsummer; rent £265,— ly to the Agents, 
Mesers, Gresw & Bow, 17, 8t. Swit a E.C, 








EoLiI DAT 


SEASON. 


ACCIDENTS of an kinds, 


SICKNESS 


BURGLARY AND FIDELITY GUARANTEE RISKS 


EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY, 


INSURED AGAINST BY THE 


RAILWAY PASSENGERS’ ASSURANCE CoO., 


Capital (fully subscribed) £1,000,000. 


64, CORNHILL, LONDON. 


Claims paid £5,600,000. 
A, VIA N, ‘Secretary. 





HE NORTHERN "ASSURANOE 
COMPANY LIMIT 
Established 1 


Aberdeen 
1, oman Street. | 1, Union Somat 
Accumulated Funds, £7, 198, 864, 

The SEVENTY-THIRD ANNUAL GENERAL MEET. 
ING of this Company was held within their house at 
| ae ved on Wi » o = May, 1909, when the 

irectors’ Report was presente 

The following is a summary of the mage referred to :— 

FIRE DEPARTMEN 

The PREMI(UMS received last ie amounted to 
£1,229,247, spewtng a decrease of £39,221 in comparison 
with ose of previous year. 

The Loss amount to £704,254, or 57°3 per cent. of the 
premiums, 

The EXPENSES OF MANAGEMENT (including com. 
mission to agents charges of —_ kind) came to 
£452,578, or 36°8 per cent. of the 

LIFE DEPAR 

ASSURANCE BRANCHE3.— —During the year 1,229 

Policies were issued for new assurances, amounting in the 

eto the sum of £482,919. These new assurances 
yielded annual premiums amounting to £15,776, and single 
rae o_o to £2,200. 

The TOTAL INCUME of the year from premiums was 
£283,596. no from interest ay _, 

The CLAIMS amounted to 

The EXPENSES < of MANAGEMENT (including com- 
mission) were limited, in the Life Accounts to 10 per cent., 
and in the Endowment Account to 5 per cent., of the 
premiums recived. 

ANNUITY BRANCH.—The sum of £59,109 was received 
for annuities granted during the year. 

The whole FUNDS of the Life partment now amount 


to £4 891,015, 
ACCIDENT DEPARTMENT. 

The PREMIUMS received last year were £26,499 in the 

poeeres: Liability Section, and £8,533 in the General 
tion. 

The report having been unanimously adopted, it was 
yt that the total amount to be distributed amongst 

the Shareholders for the year 1908 be £112,500 (being diyi- 
dend of 6s. and bonus of 1s. per share), in addition to 
£7,500 the instalment of 6d. per share now due of the 
Shareholders’ Life Bonus 1906-10. 


Lonpvon Boagp or Directors, 


Colonel Robert Baring. Frederick Huth Jackson, 
H. Cosmo O. Bonsor, Esq. 

| Aen E. Chalmers, Esq. Henry James Lubbock, Esq. 

Charles James Lucas, Esq. 


Ernest Chaplin, Esq. 
Goschen, Esq. 7 amt Maas Milner, 


Henry Charles Hambro, Esq. 
Wn. Egan Hubbard, Esq. * rey "Sir , West, 


facearans a ia '. 4 

° nm, Home Superintendent, 

Fine DeparTMent. { J. H. Dixon, Foreiga Saperintendesi 

Lire Departmuent.—H. Foot, Actuary, 

Accipent DepartTuent.—W. E, Trenam, Superintendent. 
Geyerat Manacer or Tae Company.—H. E. Wilson. 
Copies of the report, with the whole accounts of the Com: 

y for the year 1908, may be obtained from any of the 
oe Aca *s offices or agencies. 





REEHOLD and LEASEHOLD HOUSES, 
SHOPS, ESTATES, GROUND-RENTS, FARMS, 
BUILDING LAND, &., WANTED. 
NO SALE, NO CHARGE of ANY KIND. 
C, Hamitton, 83, Tower-chambers, Moo: gate-street, 
London, E.C. 


ORTGAGES of ANY AMOUNT 
Promptly ARRANGED— 
Interest 34 to 44 per Cent. per Annum— 
On HOUSES, SHOPS, ESTATES, REVERSIONS, 
ANNUITIES, &c, 
NO PRELIMINARY EES NO ADVANCE, NO 


C, Hamuitton, 33, me +m Moorgate-street, 
‘London, E.C. 








PreBEH0LD BUILDING LAND FOR 


Over 150 acres, Weet Middlesex, near London, 
Only £69 acre. NO RESTRICTIONS WHATEVER 
ions villas built. Gentlemen’s residences adjacent. 
C, Hamitiom, 33, | eg Moorgate-street, 
mdon, s 





HARE of OFFICE.— Architect (A.R.I.B.A. 
by omnes) ) seeks a Gentleman to Share his Furoished 


in sight of Bank of England; would sait young 
oe man starting in practice: inclusive terms, 
£25 annum.,— Axcaitsct, Messrs, Standidge, %, 


Old E.O. 


BRA ND’S 
MEAT JUICE 
FOR INVALID8. 


Prepared from the Finest Meat only. 





in Flasks, price 2/6. 
SOLD BEVERYWHERE. 
BRAND & CO., Limited, MAYFAIR, Ww, 





